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FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 
High Holborn, w.c. LONDON. 


Very convenient for solicitors and clients visiting 
London. Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors 
from ‘‘ Tube”’ Station. A most comfortable first- 
class hotel for families and gentlemen. Quiet 
bedrooms with private bath-rooms adjoining, over- 
looking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate tariff; no 
charge for attendance. Best hotel garage in London, 
free to visitors. Telegrams: ‘ Firavtel, London.’’ 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 


OPPOSITE THE LAW COURTS. 
REMOVED FROM No. 2, LINCOLNS INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTAsLisHED 189%, 
Capital Stock £400,0°0 
Debenture Stock sa eS ai Pa .-. £330,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Ofices. 
W. OSCAR NAodH, ¥F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 


THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 


5 LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
(with Branches throughout the Kingdom), 

SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL AND RESERVES a! & £1,280,000 
FIRE, LOSS OF PROFITS DUE TO FIRE, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILIIY under 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, ana independently therof, ACCIDENT AND 

SICKNESS, and BURGLARY, 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies within 
the United Kingdom. 
No Foreign Business undertaken. 
Manager and Secretary - H. FOSTER CUTLER. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


The Rule Committee, 


THe Rute Coromittee Bill, which has been passed by the 
House of Commons, was read a second time in the House of Lords 
on Monday last. Under section 19 of the Judicature Act, 1881, 
the committee consisted of the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice, the Master of the Rolls, the President of the Probate, 
&c., Division, and four other judges of the Supreme Court to be 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor. Section 4 of the Judicature 
Act, 1894, provided that the committee should also include the 
President of the Law Society and two other persons (one of 
whom was to be a practising barrister) to be appointed by the 
Lord Chancellor. The present Bill repeals the latter section and 
makes more efficient provision for the representation of the bar 
and of solicitors on the committee. Thus the committee is to 
include four persons, of whom two are to be practising barristers 
and members of the General Council of the Bar, and two are to 
be practising solicitors. One solicitor is to be a member of the 
Council of the Law Society, and the other is to be a member of 
the Law Society and also of a provincial law society. But all 
four members are to b3 appointed by the Lord Chancellor. Why, 
it may be asked, are these appointments lelt to the Lord Chan- 
cellor ? - The natural course wou'd be to allow the Bar Council 
and the Council of the Law Society to appoint their respective 
representatives. It is needless to accumulate authority in the 
hands of a single officer of state, however eminent. 


Payment of Death Duties by Transfer of Land. 


A PROPOSAL of a novel character is made in a new clause of 
the Finance Bill, to follow clause 41, of which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has given notice. It provides that the Inland 
Revenue Commissioners may, if they think fit, on the application 
of auy person liable to pay estate duty, or settlement estate 
duty, or succession duty, in respect of any real (including lease- 
hold) property, accept in satisfaction of the whole or any part 
of such duty, sach part of the property as may be agreed upon 
between the commissioners and that person. the commis- 
sioners are to deal with the property so transferred to them in 
such manner as Parliament may determine. The immediate 
effect of such a transfer will be to avoid the necessity of raising 
the necessiry money by sale or mortgage of the land, and since 
a sale may at the time be undesirable, and a mortgage involves 
expense, it may be found convenient to effect the payment by 
transfer of land at a valuation. Hence the clause appears to 
be a favourable one for landowners. It is optional, and resort 
need only be had to it when other modes of paying the duty 
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are not available. As to the disposition of the land by the 
commissioners after the transfer, it seems premature to make 
any comment. ‘This is a matter for future determination. It 
may be surmised that, in general, the commissioners will only 
retain it until a favourable -time comes for selling ; and a sale, 
indeed, will usually be required for revenue purposes; but if in 
special cases it is decided to retain it permanently as part of the 
“Crown lands, an arrangement will have to be made for crediting 
the cash value to the revenue, and it would probably pass under 
the management of the Commissioners of Woods and Forests. 


Sovereignty Over Polar Territory. 

THE QUESTION has been raised as to the sovereignty of the 
portion of the earth’s surface at and near the North Pole. 
Assuming that Commander Prary and Dr. Cook, or one of them, 
have actually hoisted the American flag at the Pole, it is deemed 
that the region in which the North Pole is situated has become 
American territory. On the other hand, it is claimed that the 
-boundaries of Canada extend to the North Pole. Seeing that 
the Polar regions—both north and south—comprise practically 
the only land part of the globe that is not now under the 
sovereignty or occupation of some people, civilized or uncivilized, 
the question whether newly discovered land at the Poles belongs 
to Great Britain or America, or to neither, may possibly become 
as practical as questions raised by the recent conquests of the 
air. In fact, just as the advance of aviation has made it necessary 
to revise and add to our stock of juridical maxims and rules 
governing the sovereignty of nations and the property of 
individuals, so the possibility of travelling to the North Pole 
over the ice may result in a tertiwm quid other than land and sea 
being the subject of jurisprudence. It seems to be settled that, 
whilst the South Pole is situated on land, the North Pole is 
situated in the sea. If this sea is more than three miles from 
the nearest land, it will be part of the high seas and as such 
common to all nations. But is ice—a frozen sea—to be treated 
as a navigable ocean? Or may it not, as having many of the 
attributes of terra firma, be treated as land, and so be suscep- 
tible of effectual occupation and sovereignty ? The proper solution 
of this difficulty may possibly give more trouble to jurists than 
the allocation of polar land to its proper sovereignty and dominion. 
There is a certain analogy between questions relating to rights 
over the air and questions relating to rights over ice. The 
ot, Asperiew of the twentieth century will certainly be affected 
both by aviation and polar exploration. 


Conveyances to Corporations. 


OUR OBSERVATIONS on this subject last week seem to have 
attracted a good deal of attention. They were mainly 
prompted by the extraordinary diversity in the forms of limita- 
tion to a corporation given in modern collections of precedents, one 
of which adopts the limitation to the use of the corporation “ in 
fee simple,” while another very useful collection of precedents 
limite the property to the corporation “and its assigns.” The 
— purport of our remarks was that, although no words of 

imitation are essential in a conveyance to a corporation aggre- 
gate, yet the apt and proper limitation in such a case is to the 
corporation “their successors and assigns.” For this statement 
we have the authority of the late Mr. CHARLES DAVIDSON, who had 
apparently no doubt as to the matter, and framed all his forms of 
conveyances to corporations aggregate to the use of the corpor- 
ation “‘ their successors and assigns” (see Dav. Prec., vol. 1, pt. 
2 (4th ed.), p. 556 ef seq.). We have also even a higher authority 
than that of this eminent conveyancer—namely, the sanction of 
the Legislature. In each of the two forms of statutory convey- 
ance te a company contained in the Schedule to the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, the conveyance is to the 
company “their successors and assigns for ever.” This seems 
to be tolerably conclusive ; but in a letter, which we print else- 
where, a correspondent indorses the dictum, which we last week 
ascribed to an ingenious articled clerk, that a corporation can 
have no successors, and thence deduces the proposition that “ the 
use of the expression ‘successors’ is inapplicable to a corporation 
aggregate.” As to this, we need only ok him how he accounts 
for the express provision in section 174 (5) of the Public Health 





Act, 1875, that every contract entered into by an urban authority 
[a corporation aggregate] shall be binding on the authority “and 
their successors and all other parties thereto”? He quotes a 
passage from Elpbinstone’s Introduction to Conveyancing de- 
scribing the use of the words “and their successors” as “a 
common inaccuracy.” With great deference to the learned 
author, we think that this cannot be taken as a final opinion as 
to the matter ; since not only is it not repeated in the note on 
the subject in his admirable Precedents (p. 431), but there is 
actually to be found therein a form of conveyance unto and to 
the use of a corporation “‘their successors and assigns” (1 K. & 
E. Pree. (8th ed.), p. 622). As to the passage our correspondent 
quotes from Smith’s Real and Personal Property, it is wide of 
the mark ; we suppose no one doubts that, as already stated, 
neither the word “successors” nor any other words of limita- 
tion are essential to pass an estate in fee simple to a corpor. 
ation aggregate; the only question is, what is the most appro- 
priate form? Our correspondent says it is his practice to use 
the words “in fee simple” in many cases, not because’ he 
imagines they have any statutory effect, but “as convenient and 
entirely harmless.” So also are the words “successors and 
assigns,” with the advantage of being sanctioned by long usage, 
and being wholly appropriate. 


An Extraordinary Statutory Investment Clause. 


SURELY one of the quaintest pieces of legislation ever suggested 
is the clause which Mr. BrrRELL wishes to add to his Irish Land 
Bill, with regard to the powers of investment of capital moneys 
by trustees for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts. It is 
seriously proposed that, on the request of the tenant for life, these 
moneys may be invested. 


(a) With the eanction of the Public Trustee.—(i.) In any of the 
public stocks or funds or Government securities of any foreign 
Government or State, or (ii.) in the mortgages, bonds, debentures, or 
debenture stock of any railway ip the United States of America, 
Mexico, the Argentine Republic, or Canada, which has, during each 
of the five years last past before the date of the investment, paid a 
dividend on its preference stock (if any) or its ordinary stock ; 

(b) And without such sanction.—(i.) In the mortgages, bonds, 
debentures, or debenture stock of any railway company in the United 
Kingdom incorporated by special Act of Parliament which has, 
during each of the five years last past before the date of investment, 
paid a dividend on its preference stock (if any) or its ordinary stock, 
or in the preference stock of any such railway company which has 
during a like period paid a dividend on its ordinary stock ; (ii.) in 
the stocks or shares of any tramway or light railway, dividends upon 
which are guaranteed under the Tramways (Ireland) Acts, 1860 to 
1900 ; or (ili.) in the stock, mortgages, bonds, debentures, or deben- 
ture stock issued or to be issued by -the council of any county or 
urban district in the United Kingdom under the authority of any 
Act or Provisional Order ; and may from time to time, subject to the 
like conditions, vary any such investment. 


It will be seen that it is proposed to throw on the Public 
Trustee, in addition to his onerous duties of, among other 
things, advising his clients as to suitable tombstones for their 
deceased relatives (as recorded in the famous article in the Vine- 
teenth Century), the duty of sanctioning risky investments by 
Settled Land Act trustees, He informed the Institute of Bankers 
last year that “‘he proposed, in connection with his department, 
to have a periodical survey of investments from various points 
of view,” and we suppose that his sanction will depend on the 
result of this “ periodical survey.” But although at the time of 
investment one of the securities mentioned in sub-clause (a) may 
seem to him to be fairly safe and be “ sanctioned ” accordingly, 
these securities are apt subsequently to turn out very disastrously 
to the investor ; hence, in giving his sanction, the Public Trustee 
will have to exercise the gift of prophecy——an attribute which 
even the writer in the Nineteenth Century did not claim for him. 
It is consolatory to reflect that the Public Trustee will apparently 
be liable for negligence in giving his sanction to a rotten invest: 
ment ; but it is less cheering to know that, under section 7 (1) of 
the Public Trustee Act, 1906, the Consolidated Fund is “liable 
to make good all ‘sums required to discharge any liability which 
the Public Trustee, if he were a private trustee, would be persom 
ally liable to discharge, except where the liability is one, ..« 
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which neither he nor any of his officers would, by the exercise 
of a reasonable diligence, have averted.” 


The Death Duties. 


THE DISCUSSION of Part III. of the Finance Bill, which deals 
with death duties, has produced some important changes in the 
original clauses, though in the main they have been accepted by 
the House of Commons. An attempt to cut out the new scale of 
estate duty, which, under clause 40, is to take the place of that 
in the Finance Act, 1907, was defeated ; and so also was an 
attempt to prevent the rate of settlement estate duty from being 
raised from one per cent., at which it stands under section 17 of 
the Finance Act, 1894, to two per cent. The proviso protect- 
ing existing purchasers and mortgagees of interests in ex- 
pectancy from the increased rates was cut out to enable fuller 
provision to the same effect to be made by a new clause to follow 
clause 45, and the clause as thus altered was adopted by 192 to 
95, Clause 41, which limits the relief from estate duty in respect 
of settled property under section 5 (2) of the Act of 1894, was 
alopted after the excision of the three concluding paragraphs (a), 
(b), and (c). Clause 42, which reimposes the one per cent. 
legacy and succession duty in the case of lineals and also applies 
it as between husband and wife, raises the three per cent. rate to 
five per cent., and brings the five and six per cent. up to the 
same rate—ten per cent.—as that for strangers, was also adopted, 
after considerable discussion, by 192 to 62. Clause 43 in its 
original shape brought within the death duties gifts made within 
five years before death. Under pressure from both sides the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer agreed to the reduction of the 
period to three years—which is still too long—and also to the 
exclusion of marriage settlements. The proviso which was intro- 
duced for the latter purpose also exempts gifts made as part of 
the normal annual expenditure of the deceased, and reasonable 
having regard to the amount of his income, and gifts not exceed- 
ing, in the case of any donee, £100. Moreover, the original 
proviso to the clause excluding gifts for public or charitable 
purposes was amended by the excision of the words which left to 
the commi-sioners the decision of what are such purposes. 
Clause 43, as amended, was adopted by 135 to 52. Clause 45 
applies the exemption in section 20 of the Finance Act, 1896, of 
objects of national, scientific, or historic interest to objects of 
artistic interest also, and extends the exemption to legacy duty 
as well as estate duty. These duties will be chargeable only 
when the property is sold, and, by virtue of new words added at 
the end of the clause, will then be chargeable only in respect of 
the last death on which the property passed. The clause as 
amended was added to the Bill, and this closed the discussion of 
Part IIL. 


Contempt by Ward of Court. 

A VERY remarkable case with regard to contempt of court 
committed by a ward of court is contained in the Law Reports 
for the present month—Je H.’s Settlement (1909, 2 Ch. 260). The 
case was heard in camera, by WARRINGTON, J., but is reported by 
his permission. In December, 1908, the mother of H., who was 
an infant, settled £100 in trust for him absolutely. Three days 
later an action was commenced in his name by his mother as 
next friend to administer the trusts of the settlement. This 
was done in consequence of his conduct and for the purpose of 
bringing him under the control of the court. He was also 
entitled to certain reversionary and contingent interests in 
personal estate. An order was made arranging for his mainten- 
ance and directing a scheme of study with a view to his entering 
the army. In May, 1909, he married A. M. S., who was also 
an infant, and who did not know that he was a ward of court. 
He did not inform his relatives of the marriage or obtain permis- 
sion from the court, and fur the purpose of the marriage register 
he gave his age as twenty-two instead of seventeen. On the 
10th of June the fact of the marriage was brought to the notice of 
Warrinaton, J., who had the boy arrested and kept in cus- 
tody at his residence. On the following day his mother, as next 
friend, moved on his behalf to have the wife committed for con- 
tempt in marrying the boy without the leave of the court. On the 
14th of June the judge examined the clergyman and the witnesses 
to the marriage, and on the 18th of June the case was disposed of 


by letting off the wife, who apologized, and sending the boy to 
prison for his contempt. In Re Leigh (40 Ch. D., p. 294) Corton, 
L.J., said that a ward of court might be sent to prison for com- 
mitting a contempt by marrying without the leave of the court, 
and WARRINGTON, J., relied on this dictum, although he said-he 
was unable to find any case in which such an order had been 
made. And, having the jurisdiction, he gave in detail the 
reasons why he ought, in the interests of the boy, to exercise it. 
The special circumstances which seemed to make it impossible to 
control him in any other way will be found in the report, but 
the custody was only intended to continue until some scheme 
could be devised for his future life—the army had become im- 
possible—and the learned judge expressed the hope that the 
matter would be brought before him again at the earliest possible 
moment. This was done, and he was released on the 21st of June. 
As already stated, the wife was let off, though WARRINGTON, J., 
stated that her ignorance of the fact that the boy was a ward of 
court did not render the marriage with him any the less a con- 
tempt of court. This is a hard saying. How can there be con- 
tempt if there is ignorance? We should have thought that 
knowledge was essential to constitute contempt, and the dictum 
of the learned judge seems to carry the jurisdiction unduly far. 


French Advocacy and Criminal Procedure. 


A. RECENT trial at the Court of Assizes at Versailles of RENARD, 
the butler charged with the murder of his master M. Remy, a 
wealthy stockbroker, will give Englishmen an unfavourable im- 
pression of French advocacy and of the maintenance of order in a 
criminal trial. At the first trial of the prisoner, before the Court 
of Assizes of the Seine, he was found guilty with extenuating 
circumstances, and was sentenced to penal servitude for life. On 
appeal to the Court of Cussation, the verdict was quashed on 
technical grounds, and :a new trial was ordered. The court, at 
the close of this trial, was crowded with an audience of eight or 
nine hundred persons, and M. LAGASSE, the advocate for the 
prisoner, in his address to the jury, referred to the deposition 
of a servant and to her statements before the Court of Assizes of 
the Seine. The President here interposed, saying that the advocate 
could not be allowed to refer to evidence given at another 
hearing at which the jury at Versailles were not present. “I,” 
added the President, “was present, and remember the evidence 
which she gave.” M. LAGASSE instantly retorted that if the 
President referred to his recollections he (M. LaGassE) must be 
allowed the same liberty, and he would tell the jury that all the 
judges who took part in cree the appeal had told him, after 
the termination of the p ings, that the acquittal of the 
prisoner was certain. The speech for the prisoner was concluded 
amid frantic applause from those present, and the jury found as 
before, a verdict of guilty with extenuating circumstances. M. 
LAGASSE at once rose and asked leave to appeal to the Court of 
Cassation, on the ground that during an adjournment of the case 
on a previous day one of the jurymen who remained in court had 
turned to one of the bystanders and in an audible voice had uttered 
the words, “This is a sentence to death.” M. LaGassE also 
insisted that, if the juryman denied having spoken these words, 
two witnesses should be heard in disproof of the denial. This 
objection was received with such approval ry the crowd that 
they broke out into thunders of applause. The court was then 
ordered to be cleared. M. LAGASSE . He reminded 
the President that he had not interfered with similar 
manifestations so long as they were in favour of the tion. 
Why should he cheek them when they favoured the defence ? 
Space does not allow us to refer further to the observations of 

. LAGASSE on the conduct of the juryman and that of the 
witnesses for the prosecution. RENARD was sentenced to 
servitude for life, and this sentence was received with such 
disfavour by the crowd assembled in the precincts of the court, 
that the Public Prosecutor had to take his departure under the 
protection of a file of soldiers, while the jury made their exit 
& private M. LAGASSE was the hero of the hour. He 
was carried in triumph to his motor carriage, and drove off amid 
general acclamations. We can only wonder that in such 
circumstances a jury can be found whi 


is not afraid to give a 
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The Changes in the Land Tax 
Clauses of the Finance Bill. 


THE Committee of the Law Society on tke Finance Bill have 
a ty a supplemental report, dealing with the changes in the 
and tax clauses, which has been adopted by the Council. As the 
questions involved in the measure are the subject of acute 

litical controversy the committee avoid as far as possible the 
iscussion of the general principles of the clauses, but there are 
considerations connected with their practical working which 
cannot be left out of sight, and on these the report affords very 
valuable guidance. Speaking for ourselves, and without any 
desire to express an opinion on the political issue, we cannot 
but regard it as unfortunate that a measure which is of so com- 
plicated a nature, and which will have such an important effect 
on the holding and transfer of land, should be passed under the 
existing conditions. The changes in committee have been so 
numerous and far-reaching that it is impossible to feel sanguine 
as to the successful working of the land tax clauses, and prob- 
ably even lawyers on the Government side would not be sorry 
if, without damage to the Government, the whole matter could 
be reserved for further consideration next year. 

Of the changes which have been made ia committee, one of the 
most vital is that which provides for the valuation of land for 
the fo of the land taxes being made in the first instance 
at the expense of the State, and for this purpose the sum of 
£2,000,000 has been fixed by the Government as necessary. 
The change has involved the substitution of what are in effect 
new clauses in the place of clauses 16 and 17. The committee 
of the Law Society in their report doubt whether the above sum 
will be sufficient to secure a proper valuation, and they point out 
that, although the initial valuation is to be made at the public 
expense, yet the necessity which landowners may be under of 
challenging this valuation will still involve them in expense, and 
consequently the concession made with regard to the cost of 
valuation will, in many casés, prove to be apparent rather than 
real. The burden both upon the public and upon the landowner 
will clearly be out of proportion to any immediate yield from the 
new taxes, and the committee pertinently ask what real place 
the scheme has in a Finance Bill—unless it is intended either 
rapidly to increase the rate of the taxes or to utilize the machin- 
ery set up for other purposes than that for which it is ostensibly 
enacted. If the former object is in view, it will, they say, only 


’ enhance burdens already larger than land can fairly bear ; and if 


the latter, it raises at once a large constitutional question involving 
the relationship of the two Houses of Parliament. But this 
question the committee leave severely alone. 

Another point to which the committee direct attention is the 
undue power of final decision which in certain matters is still left 
to the Inland Revenue Commissioners, Exemption from un- 
developed land duty is allowed under clause 11 (3) under various 
circumstances—where, for instance, parks or open spaces are open 
to the = as of right, or where reasonable access is enjoyed by 
the public, or where land is used for games under an agreament 
which, as originally made, could not be determined within five 
years. And under clause 14 (3), in valuing land for the purpose 
of land duties, deduction can only be allowed for restrictive 
covenants where the restraint is reasonably necessary in the 
interests of the public or in view of the character and surround- 
ings of the neighbourhood. On all these matters the decision of 
the commissioners is to be final, although some of them at any 
rate depend on questions of law, or on nfixed questions of law and 
fact. Nor, as the committee point out, is any provision made for 
the holding by the commissioners of local inquiries. “ Moreover,” 
they add, “as the matters mentioned give rise to claims for 
exemption or abatement, the onus would presumably be upon the 
person making the claim to substantiate it by sufficient evidence, 
‘which would clearly put it in the power of the commissioners 
not merely arbitrarily to subject him to taxation without appeal, 
but also to inflict on him considerable expense.” 

The committee recognize the concession which has been made 
by the Government in eliminating the proposal to allow appeals 
only toreferees appointed by the Treasury, but they point out 


that clause 22 as amended still contains some very objectionable 
features. The appeal from the referee to the court is to be made 
in accordance with rules of court, and these are to be made by 
the Reference Committee, subject to the approval of the Trea- 
sury. The practieal value of the right of appeal will depend, to 
a large extent, on the rules, and to the Reference Committee, 
which for England will consist of the Lord Chief Justice, the 
Master of the Rolls, and the President of the Surveyors’ Institution, 
the committee of the Law Society make no objection, though it may 
be suggested that the ordinary Rule Committee, which includes 
representatives of the bar and of solicitors, could more properly 
be entrusted with the work. But the Treasury, who will be 
party to the appeals, clearly ought to have no power to interfere 
with the rules. Moreover, the interposit‘on as of course of a 
referee between the commissioners and the appeal to the court is 
a measure which the committee point out is open to serious 
ebjection. Unless the rules provide for the making of the 
referee’s award in such a form as to leave all matters open on the 
appeal, it may be that the reference will be found to concluce 
matters of importance to the appellant, since ‘in the absence of mis- 
conduct on the part of a referee . . . an appeal to the courts from 
his award is seldom attended with success, unless the award be 
framed so as to shew that te has gone wrong in some matter of prin- 
ciple or some other material respect.” Further, see‘ng that appeals 
will in many cases not be merely on questions of valuation, but will 
involve points of law, the interposition of the referee, the com- 
mittee observe, will frequently only increase the expense of 
finally obtaining a judicial decision. And in any. case, they 
add, ‘it seems somewhat objectionable to insist upon the tax- 
payer resorting in the first instance to a reference when he 
might prefer to go direct to tbe courts—the natural and proper 
tribunals to interpret our statutes and administer justice.” 

Another point made by the committee is that clause 16 does 
not sufficiently provide for information being supplied by the com- 
missioners as to the details of their valuation. The only particu- 
lars which they are required to speeify are («) the total value of 
the land, (4) the site value, ani (c) that part of the site value 
which is due to the value of the land for agricultural purposes. 
“In the view of the committee,” says the report, “ these par- 
ticulars ought to be largely amplified, and the provisional valu- 
ation as submitted to the owner should shew in detail the figures 
upon which the valuation is arrived at, and, in cases where no 
deduction is made by the commissioners in respect of matters in 
regard to which they are authorized to make a deduction, a 
statement of their reasons for not making the same.” 


The committee very usefully recur to a point incident to increment 
value duty which was raised in their former report. It is proposed 
by the Bill to collect this as a stamp duty, and the process will 
involve great delay and inconvenience. At present the amount of 
stamp duty depends only on the consideration, and it can readily 
be ascertained from the document itself ; but increment value duty 
will depend upon prior dealings with the property, and will 
involve search and inquiry by the officials. ‘‘ As time goes on 
these searches and inquiries must necessarily become more and 
more laborious and intricate as parcels of land originally com- 
prised in different valuations become the subject of the same con- 
veyance or lease, thereby ryan | constant apportionments of 
the original site value, with a number of cross-references and 4 
variety of different calculations.” And all this must be done 
before the transaction can be completed. As the committee 
observe, the uncertainty as to the date of completion which will 
thus be introduced will tend to hamper and di:courage the free 
dealing with land which it has been the policy of the law to 
promote. 

The committee conclude their report with, detailed criticism 
as to the present form of many of the clauses, with suggestions 
for their further amendment. Thus under clause 4, where increment 
value duty is paid on an agreement, there should be a sigh wong for 
placing on the conveyance a stamp denoting that the duty has 
been satisfied ; otherwise it will be necessary to bring the agree 
ment on the title ; and av to clause 11 (1), it is pointed out that 
the limit of £50 per acre for exempting land from undeveloped 
lard duty is wholly inadequate, and should be raised to at least 
£100. A corresponding proposal, however, was rejected by the 
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House of Commons. And the report also urges that words 
should be introduced shewing clearly that agricultural land is to 
be exempted from the land taxes and that, for the universal valua- 
tion contemplated by the Bill, there should be substituted such 
valuations only as are really required for the purpose of the 
taxes. We hope that it is not yet too late for some, at least, of 
the suggestions of the committee to be incorporated in the Bill. 








Reviews. 
The Law of Infants. 


A TREATISE ON THE Law AND Practice RELATING TO INFANTs. 
By ArcuipaLD H. Simpson, M.A. Barrister-at-Law. THIRD 
Epit1on. By Epcar J. Exeoop, B.C.L., M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Haynes. 

This book has taken its place as the standard authority on the 
branch of law to which it relates, and is indispensable to the practi- 
tioner. The present edition includes the Custody of Children Act, 
1891, which is printed in the text with references in notes to two 
Scotch cases, but without any comments as to its construction or 
effect. The provisions of the Trustee Act, 1893, relative to infants, 
with the decisions thereon, are satisfactorily stated in a separate 
chapter. The cases decided since the last edition appear to be care- 
fully collected, and their effect, so far as our observation has gone, 
is neatly and correctly stated. 





South African Natives. 


Tue South Arrican Natives: THEIR PrRoGRESs AND PRESENT 
Conpition. Edited by the South African Native Races Com- 
mittee. John Murray. 

This is a useful and interesting compilation, especially now that 
the position of the natives in South Africa is the subject of some dis- 
cussion in connection with the South Africa Union Bill. The book 
is not, however, in any sense a legal text-book, and ita only claim to 
be reviewed in these columns is that it contains one chapter on Land 
Tenure, and another on the Legal Status cf Natives. e rest of the 
volume is concerned with economic, social, industrial, and political 
topics. A mass of information is brought Fs cna which should be 
of great value. Chapter I. deals with the labour question, Chapter 
II. with land tenure, Chapter IIT. with taxation of natives, and so on, 
ending with a chapter on the Ethiopian movement and native 
churches. The condition of the natives in each territory is treated 
separately, and in the chapter on Legal Status a great deal of detailed 
information is given, including references to Acts of Parliament 
embodying native legislation. What really is meant by “ native” 
appears to be a difficult question to decide. Every different Act of 
Parliament seems to contain a different definition. The greatest 
difficulty is, of course, raised with respect to the half-castes, and 
this is one of the most formidable problems that United South Africa 
” to solve—how to deal with the educated person of non-European 

escent, 





Books of the Week. 


The Laws of England : being a Complete Statement of the Whole 
Law of England. By the Right Hon. the Earl of Hatspury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, 1885-6, 1886-92 and 1895-1905, 
and Other Lawyers. Vol. 1X. : Courts, Criminal Law, and Procedure. 
Butterworth & Co. 

Forms of Originating Summons and Proceedings Connected 
Therewith ; with Notes. Second Edition. By Grorce NicHoLs 
Marcy and Oswatp R. A. Srmpxin, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. 
Horace Cox. 

A Supplement to Lord Lindley’s Treatise on the Law of Partner- 
ship, containing the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907, with Introduc- 
tion, Notes, Rules and Forms, and an Appendix of Cases. By 
T. J. C. Toman, M.A., B.C.L. (Oxon.) and A. ANDREweEs UtTHwatt, 
B.C.L. (Oxon.), Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

The Law Magazine and Review: a Quarterly Review of Juris- 
prudence, being the combined Law Magazine, founded in 1828, and 
the Law Review, founded in 1844. Vol. XXXIV., August, 1909. 
Jordan & Sons (Limited). 








The State of Arkansas is at present, says the Evening Standard, 
waging war upon what is called the ‘‘ Insurance Trust ’’ in that State. 
Sixty-five insurance companies, both local and from other States, doin, 
business within the borders of Arkansas are concerned. It is alleged 
by the authorities that these companies have formed a trust, and are 
violating the law of the State. The prosecuting attorney in the suit 
brought against the trust aske that the “‘ illegal combination ’’ be fined 
£13,000,000, which is £200,000 from each company, the cancellation and 
revocation of their licence, and their expulsion from the State, 





Correspondence. 


Conveyances to Corporations. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter} 


Sir,—Referring to the note on p. 775 of your current issue, may I 
suggest that “the ingenious articled clerk ” was quite right, and that 
the use of the expression “ successors” is inapplicable to a corporation 
aggregate ? 

The ingenious articled clerk had probably been reading Elphin- 
stone’s Introduction to Conveyancing, where it is stated (p. 101, 3rd 
ed.) that “The proper form of limitation in fee simple to . . . 
a corporation aggregate is ‘to B.’ or ‘to RB. and their assigns,’” and 
the use of the words “and their successors” is described as “a 
common inaccuracy.” 

Or our student, if very laboriously inclined, might have read 
Josiah W. Smith’s Real and Personal Property as follows (vol. 2, p. 
1352, 6th ed.)—“ the word ‘successors’ however is not necessary to 
pass an estate in fee simple to a corporation aggregate, as it never 
aies. 

You will observe that Sir Howard Elphinstone in the passage 
quoted above not only disapproves of “successors,” but approves of 
“ assigns,” which your contributor describes as “ another vagary.” 

I agree that neither expression is necessary, and that “ to B.’ would 
be sufficient. 

It is, however, my practice to use the words “in fee simple” in 
many cases, not because I imagine they have any statutory effect, 
but as convenient and entirely harmless. 

This practice is not condemned by Key and Elphinstone, who say 
(vol. 1, p. 401, 6th ed.) that while these words are not by section 51 
rendered appropriate to a conveyance to a corporation aggregate, 
“they are often in practice used in such a case, and, though 
unnecessary, seem free from objection.” 

My own view is that “successors” is entirely inappropriate, and 
that “assigns” and “in fee simple” are surplusage, but that the latter 
is not undesirable. F. 


{See observations under head of “Current Topics.” We have 
received other communications, but they do not seem to add any- 
thing material to the lucid statement by our above correspondent of 
his views.—Ep. S../.] 





Income Tax. 
[Zo the Editor oy the Solicitor’ Journal and Weekly Reporter] 


Sir,—A. B., the step-daughter of C. D. (a widow), makes the 
latter an allowance for maintenance besides paying the rates and 
taxes of the house in which C. D. lives. C. D. is life tenant of the 
house, which is freehold. C. D. is entitled to no other property and 
has no income in her own right, the said allowance being purely 
voluntary on the part of her step-daughter. 


In filling up her income tax return is C. D. right in stating that 


she has no income chargeable with income tax ? e Court of Appeal 
in Blakiston v. Cooper (1907, 2 K. B. 688) held that certain oer 
offerings were liable to the tax as the vicar received them by virtue 
of his office, and it seems to follow from the dicta of the court that 
if he had received these voluntary gifts as an individual, apart from 
his office, the *. would not have been assessable, and Z'urner v. 
Cuzxson (22 Q. B. D. 150) seems to be an authority for this ag oe 
tion. On the other hand, Martin, B.,in Attorney-General v. Black 
(6 Ex. 308), discussing the sixth case under 5 & 6 Vict. é, 35, s. 100, 
says, “ It seems almost impossible that any net could be extended 
more widely ; every possible source of income seems included.” And 
in Ex parte Wicks (17 Ch. D. 70) counsel for the appellant, in claim- 
ing that a purely voluntary allowance to a bankrupt could be attached 
by his trustee, argued that such an allowance was chargeable with 
income tax under 16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, s. 1. 

Supposing this last to be the correct statement of the law, 
wall it not still be correct for C. D. to make the return as given 
above, on the ground that the allowance, before reaching her, had 
already paid the tax in the hands of A. B., seeing that A. B. in 
me 3 er return is not allowed to make any deduction in respect 
thereo 

And would it not then follow that C. D. could claim a return of 
income tax on the ground either of exemption or abatement, accord? 
ing to the amount of the allowance ? 

A note in Pratt’s Income Tax (7th ed.), p. 129, states that “A 
gratuitous allowance from the father to is not assessable on the 
son, the father having been charged, deduct or lessen 
the allowance ; but in considering the income of the son on a claim 
of exemption or allowance, it should be coupled with any income 
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acquired by himself, and considered part of his income, so that the 
allowance should be granted on the whole. J. RICHARDSON. 
Lonsdale Chambers, 27, Chancery-lane. 


{Has our correspondent considered that in the case put by him 
there is apparently the practical “ continuity of annual payments apart 
from any special occasion or purpose,” on which stress was laid by 
Lord Loreburn, L.C., in his judgment in Blakiston v. Cooper (1909, 
A. C., at p. 107) !—Eb. S.J.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re FLOYD, Deceased. 8th Sept. 


Wiu1—Rervsat to Detiver up ror Prospate—SumMMoNs TO PERSON 

: Retaininc Witt To ATTEND—DEFAULT. 

This was the hearing of an application that one Ernest Charles Fleet- 
wood might attend the court to be examined as to his knowledge of 
the whereabouts of the will of James Grittle Floyd, deceased. Couinsel 
for the administrator explained that the testator made a will in March, 
1865, by which he left his property, which included a house at Cam- 
borne, in Cornwall, to his wife for life. He died on the 4th of June, 
1895, leaving his wife him surviving. The executors named in his 
will were now dead. After the testator’s death Ernest Charles Fleet- 
wood lived in the house at Camborne with the widow, who died in 
1907. On her death he was still living at the house. Application was 
made to him to produce the will of James Floyd, but he refused to 
produce it, or to surrender the house in question to the present appli- 
cant, who, in January, 1909, took out letters of administration to the 
testator’s estate. On the 15th of April, 1909, a subpena was issued 
calling upon Fleetwood to deposit the will at the District Registry at 
Bodmin, but as the will was not brought in, on the 14th of July a 
notice of motion for attachment was served. This motion came on ‘for 
hearing before Sir John Bigham on the 26th of July, and he ordered it 
to stand over for further evidence as to the will being in Fleetwood’s 
possession. Mr. Baker, a clerk in the employment of the applicant’s 
solicitors, proved that he had attended at Camborne on the 14th of 
February, 1907, and had seen the will. This was embodied in an 
affidavit produced before Hamilton, J., on the 10th of August. Since 
that date Mr. Fleetwood had been paid conduct money to enable him 
to attend court. [Nevite, J.—You had better call him.] Mr. Fleet- 
wood (who was not represented by counsel), in giving evidence, 
admitted having kept the will, and that he now had it in his pos- 
session. [NEVILLE, J.—You had better produce it.] Witness then 
produced the will, saying that he did not wish to do anything wrong. 
He desired to say, however, that for seven years prior to her death 
he had practically kept Mrs. Floyd from destitution. 

Nevitte, J.—The will must be retained. 

Counsel applied for costs, as the respondent had brought all this 
trouble about through disobedience to the order of the Court. 

Nevittz, J.—You may have the costs of the motion.—Counszt, 








Lawless. Soricitor, W. J. Payne. 


[Reported by W. V. BALL, Barr’ster-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—King’s Bench 


Division. 
JUNGHEIM, HOPKINS, & CO. v. FONKELMANN. Pickford, J. 
23rd and 30th July. 


ARBITRATION — UNQUALIFIED ARBITRATORS — SuBMISSION—EsTOPPEL— 
WAIVER. 

A contract made between two parties provided that any dispute 
arising therefrom should be referred to two arbitrators, who were to be 
members of the London Corn Exchange, the Baltic, or the London 
Corn Trade Association. A dispute arose, and each party appointed 
an arbitrator. The arbitration was duly heard and an award made. 
Neither arbitrator was a member of the associations named in the 
contract, a fact of which the plaintiffs were not aware until after the 
award had been made. 

Held, that the award wae invalid. 

The plaintiffs entered into a contract with the defendant for the 
purchase of 2,000 quarters of South Russian wheat at the price of 41s., 
less 25 per cent. per 492 lbs. delivered, including freight and insurance 
to London. The contract, which was in the form of the Black Sea and 
Danubian grain contract of the London Corn Trade Association, was 
made subject to the printed conditions and rules endorsed on the 
contract. It was provided, inter alia, that ‘‘ All disputes from time 
to time arising out of this contract, including any question of law 
appearing in the proceedings, whether arising between the parties 
hereto, or between one of the parties hereto and the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy of the other party, shall be referred to arbitration according to 
the rule endorsed on this contract.’’ The printed rules endorsed on the 
back of the contract contained the following clause :—‘‘ Arbitration.— 








All disputes arising out of this contract shall be from time to time 
referred to two arbitrators, one to be appointed by each party in 
difference, the two arbitrators having power to appoint a third. SVE 
The arbitrators appointed shall be in all cases principals engaged in the 
corn trade as merchants, millers, factors, or brokers, and shall also be 
members of the London Corn Exchange, the Baltic, or the London 
Corn Trade Association, and residing in the United Kingdom. Every 
award shall be in writing on an official form to be supplied by the 
association at a charge fixed by them, and the award in writing, on an 
official form, of any two arbitrators (subject only to the right of 
appeal hereinafter mentioned) shall be conclusive and binding upon all 
disputing parties. . In case either party shall be dissatisfied 
with the award, a right of appeal shall lie to the committee of appeal 
elected for that purpose, and in accordance with the rules and regula- 
tions of the London Corn Trade Association in force at date of con- 
tract. . . . The committee of appeal shall confirm the award 
appealed from, and the appeal fees shall follow the award, unless four 
members of the committee shall decide otherwise. The award of the 
committee, whether confirming or varying the original award, shall be 
signed by the chairman of the committee, whose signature as chairman 
shall be conclusive and shall in all cases be final. Any person 
having any interest in the matter in dispute shall be incompetent to 
act as arbitrator, or on the appeal, but unless objection is 
taken at the commencement of or prior to the hearing of the reference 
or of the appeal, as the case may be, no award of the arbitrators or of 
the committee of appeal shall be questioned or invalidated upon any 
of these grounds.’’ A dispute arose between the parties, and the matter 
was referred to arbitration. Each party appointed an arbitrator, who 
in turn appointed an umpire, and an award was made in favour of che 
defendant. The plaintiffs appealed to the committee of appeal, who 
confirmed the original award. On the defendant taking out a summons 
to enforce the award, the plaintiffs raised the point that neither of 
the arbitrators was qualified to act, as they were not members of the 
London Corn Exchange, the Baltic, or the London Corn Trade Asso- 
ciation. Upon this a direction was given that the plaintiffs should 
bring the present action to have the award declared null and void. 
During the trial evidence was given by a member of the plaintiff firm 
to the effect that he did not know that the arbitrators were not 
qualified to act until after the appeal had taken place. It was con- 
tended on behalf of the plaintiffs that only qualified arbitrators could 
have jurisdiction. It was submitted on behalf of the defendant that 
as there had been actual submission the lack of qualification was of 
no effect. The plaintiffs were estopped by their conduct, and had 
waived any irregularity by their submission. They referred to T'yerman 
v. Smith (6 E. & B. 719) and Andrews v. Elliott (25 L.J. Q.B. 336). 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Pickrorp, J., in the course of his judgment, said he was satisfied 
that the plaintiffs did not know that the gentlemen appointed were not 
qualified to act. It was said that there was an agreement to refer 
to these two gentlemen nominatim. He did not think the parties 
intended that. He thought the intention was to appoint arbitrators 
under the contract, and not to make a submission outside it. A point 
was also taken that the plaintiffs, having attended before the arbitra- 
tors, could not now object to their competence, as they had either 
waived any defect in the qualification or were estopped by their con- 
duct from disputing that qualification. He could find no case where 
a man was held to have waived a thing of which he had no knowledge, 
but whether they were estopped was another matter. It was said that 
they were estopped because by going on they represented that the 
qualification of the arbitrators was good, that there was a valid 
appointment, and that there was a valid and regular arbitration. So 
far as the plaintiffs’ arbitrator was concerned that might be ro, but 
it could not apply to the appointment of the defendant’s arbitrator. 
"h- laintiffs never represented that the defendant’s arbitrator was 

tly qualified ; they thought he was, and there was no representa- 
tion to the. defendant that no objection would be taken to a dis- 
qualification of which they were ignorant. By proceeding with the 
arbitration, therefore, the plaintiffs were not precluded from objecting 
to the fact that the arbitrator appointed by the defendant was an 
unqualified person under the contract. He thought that qualification 
was a condition of the arbitrators’ power. to enter upon the arbitration, 
and as the plaintiffs had not waived the defect or estopped themselves 
from objecting, the award must be declared to be invalid as made by. 
persons who were not proper arbitrators under the contract. The fact 
of the plaintiffs appealing and appearing before the committee could 
not make the award good if, as he thought, it was bad from the 
beginning.—CounseL, Atkin, K.C., Tyfield, and H. D. Samuels; 
Maurice Hill. Soticrrors, Judge & Priestly; Thomas Cooper & Co. 

[Reported by LEoNARD C. THOMAS, Barrister-at-Law.) 


MARRIOTT v. YEOWARD BROTHERS. Pickford~J. 23rd July. 

CARRIER—PASSENGER’S LuacaGE—TickET—PRINTED CONDITIONS. 

The plaintiff was a passenger on one of the defendants’ steamers, and 
had a ticket issued to her upon which the following conditions were 
printed : ‘‘ The steamer, her owners and/or charterers are not respon- 
sible for any loss, damage, injury, delay, detention... . of or to 
passengers or their baggage or effects... . by whatsoever cause or 
in whatever manner the matters aforesaid may be occasioned, and 
whether arising from the act of God, King’s enemies . . . . collision, 
fire, thieves (whether on board or not)... . or from any act, neglect, 
or default whatsdever of the master, mariners, or other servants of the 
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steamer, her owners and/or charterers, or from restriction of quarantine, 
or from sanitary regulations or precautions which the ship’s officers or 
local government authorities may deem necessary, or the consequences 
thereof, or otherwise howsoever; the passengers taking upon themselves 
all risk whatsoever of the passage to themselves, their baggage, and 
effects, including risks of embarking and disembarking, and whether 
by boat or otherwise.” To suit the plaintiff's convenience, the ticket 
was not delivered to her until just before the ship sailed. 

Held, that as the defendants had taken reasonable steps to bring the 
conditions to the notice of the plaintiff, she was bound by them. 

Held, also, that the conditions were wide enough to protect the 
defendants from loss occasioned by the felonious act by one of their 
servants. 


The plaintiff purposed travelling from Liverpool to the Canary Isles, 
and communicated with the defendants with a view to securing a state- 
room in one of their steamers for herself and daughter. The ticket, 
which was delivered to her just before the ship’s departure, contaiied 
the following printed conditions :—‘‘ Lisbon and Canary Islands 
steamers. Managers: Yeoward Brothers, Liverpool. . . .—This con- 
tract is made subject to the following conditions and exceptions: .. . . 
The steamer, her owners and/or charterers, are not responsible for any 
loss, damage, injury, delay, detention . ... of or to passengers or 
their baggage or effects .. .. by whatsoever cause or in whatever 
manner the matters aforesaid may be occasioned, and whether arising 
from the act of God, King’s enemies... . collision, fire, thieves 
(whether on board or not)... . or from any act, neglect, or default 
whatsoever of the pilot, master, mariners, or other servants of the 
steamer, her owners and/or charterers, or from restriction of quarantine, 
or from sanitary regulations or precautions which the ship’s officers or 
local government authorities may deem necessary, or the consequences 
thereof, or otherwise howsoever ; the passengers taking upon themselves 
all risk whatsoever of the passage to themselves, their baggage and 
effects, including risks of embarking and disembarking, and whether 
by boat or otherwise.’’ To suit her own convenience, the plaintiff had 
requested that the ticket might be delivered to her just before the 
departure of the ship. She gave the ticket to the steward to keep for 
her on the outward voyage, and did not examine it further. She sub- 
sequently discovered that a number of articles were missing. The case 
was tried on the assumption that the loss was occasioned by the felonious 
act of one of the defendants’ servants. It was contended on behalf of 
the plaintiff that, as the plaintiff was not aware of any conditions printed 
upon the ticket, she was not bound by them; and that in any case the 
defendants were not protected from any loss occasioned by the felonious 
act of their servants. It was submitted on behalf of the defendants 
that as the plaintiff had a reasonable opportunity of acquainting herself 
with the conditions she was bound by them, and also that they were 
wide enough to cover the felonious acts of the defendants’ servants. 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Picxrorp, J., in the course of his judgment, said the questions he 
had to consider were whether the conditions on the ticket formed part 
of the contract, and whether they protected the defendants in respect 
of a loss occasioned by: the felonious act of one of their servants. On 
the first question he had been referred to the cases of Watkins v. 
Rymill (10 Q. B. D. 178). Richardson v. Rowntree (1894, A. C. 217), 
and Acton v. Castle Mail Packets Co. (73 lL. T. 158). According to the 
case of Parker v. South-Eastern Railway Co. (2 C. P. D. 416), the 
questions he had to ask himself were :—(1) Did the plaintiff know that 
the ticket contained writing or printing? and (2) did the plaintiff know 
that that writing or printing stated the conditions of the contract to 
carry ? Another question was, if the plaintiff did not know that the 
ticket contained the conditions of the contract of carriage, did the 
defendants take reasonable steps to give her notice of these conditions ? 
Two of the cases shewed that he had to consider the class of persons 
with whom the contract was made. He had seen the plaintiff in the 
witness-box, and was satisfied that she was sufficiently intelligent to 
see the conditions, and on reading them to understand what they 
meant. The plaintiff did not receive her ticket until just before the 
ship sailed, but that was arranged to suit her own convenience, and he 
had come to the conclusion that the defendants had taken reasonable 
steps to bring them to her notice. That being so, he had to consider 
whether the defendants were protected if the loss was occasioned by 
the felonious act of their servants. A person could not excuse himself 
for the wrongful act of his own servant unless he did so in clear and 
unambiguous language. If the language used was ambiguous, it had 
to be construed against him. Reading the conditions as a whole, he 
had come to the conclusion that the language was clear and unambiguous. 
The condition began, ‘‘ the steamer, her owners and /or charterers, are 
not responsible for any loss, &c., by whatsoever cause or in whatever 
manner the matters aforesaid may be occasioned.’’ If the condition 
stopped there, he did not think there could be much doubt that it 
protected the defendants from everything, and that it would cover mis- 
conduct by the defendants’ servants (Asshendon v. London, Brighton 
and South Coast Railway Co. (5 Ex. Div. 190). It was suggested that 
the words following were general words, and must be read ejusdem 
generis with the preceding words, but he did not think: they were 
general words. It was also said that the words, “risk... . of 
passage ’’ meant risks incidental only to the navigation of the ship. He 
did not think that was so. On these grounds, even if the loss was 
occasioned by the felonious act of the defendants’ servants, he held that 
they were protected by the conditions, and there must be judgment for 
the defendants with costs.—CounseL, Hemmerde, K.C., and G, A, 


Scott; Horridge, K.C., and Keogh. Soxicrrons, W. Webb Ware; 
Walker, Son & Field, for Weightman, Pedder & Co., Liverpool. 
[Reported by Lzonazp §. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.) 








Societies. 


The Law Society on the Finance Bill, 1909. 


The following supplemental report of the Committee on the Finance 
Bill, 1909, has been issued :—Although the discussion in the House of 
Commons of those portions of the Bill which directly affect owners of 
land have not yet been concluded, the committee consider that they 
have now reached a stage at which it may be useful to present a further 
report in supplement of the report adopted by the Council on the 28th of 
June last. The committee desire as far as possible to avoid entering upon 
matters of acute political controversy ; they feel, however, that it is 
impossible to confine their remarks to matters of detail arising on the 
individual clauses without offering any observations on the general 
aspects of the proposed legislation. , 

1. The new taxes originally proposed were four in number—viz., (1) 
increment value duty of 20 per cent; (2) reversion duty of iv per cent ; 
(3) undeveloped land duty, and (4) mineral rights duty, each of the two 
latter being annual imposts at the rate of $d. in the £ of capital value. 
In addition to these four new taxes it is proposed to largely augment 
the existing death duties, and to double the stamp duties on con- 
veyances. 

2. In the course of their former report the committee commented 
adversely upon the proposed mineral rights duty, and consideration of 
that tax in the shape in which it was proposed has led to its abandon- 
ment. It is, however, intended to substitute therefor a tax on mining 
rents and royalties, upon which the committee will have some comments 
to make later on in this report. 

3. The debates which have taken place in the House of Commons upon 
the other three new taxes, coupled with the criticisms which have been 
passed upon them by the Council and other public bodies and in the 
press, have resulted in a large number of amendments being introduced. 
The comnittee recognise that these ‘have done something to mitigate 
some of the hardship and harshness of the original proposals, though 
they do not regard them as removing the broader objections to the 
taxation, or as being in themselves adequate to prevent its pressing 
with undue weight upon the owners of land. 

4. The committee refrain from discussing the arguments by which it 
is endeavoured to assert that the proposed taxes are not in fact taxes 
on land; they think that taxes which are imposed upon individuals 
solely by reason of their ownership of land may, in ordinary language, 
fairly be described as taxes on land, and will in truth operate as such. 
It appears to the committee to be invidious and unfair to impose taxation 
on individuals merely because they happen to be the owners of a par- 
ticular class of property; and the principle, if once admitted, is so 
obviously capable of extension as necessarily to shake the confidence 
and sense of security which are essential to the progress of an industrial 
community. ’ 

5. The committee in their former report adverted to the smallness 
of the revenue to be anticipated from the proposed new taxes. The 
alterations which have been made or promised in the Bill—e.g., the 
assumption by the State of the cost of valuations, the exemption from 
increment value duty of a margin of 10 per cent. and of small properties 
under £500 in value and in the occupation of the owner, and the 
exclusion (repeatedly stated to be intended though not clearly expressed) 
of agricultural land—all tend strongly to diminish their productivity. 
It is, indeed, practically admitted that for a few years, at all events, 
the taxes will bring in little or nothing; nor, although a sanguine view 
appears to be entertained by the Government of their ultimate fertility, 
have any solid reasons, so far as the committee have observed, been 
advanced for it. To set up a large and expensive machinery of 
valuations, &c., such as is provided for by the Bill, with all the 
attendant dislocation of business that will be involved until and probably 
long after the machine has got into working order, seems to the com- 
mittee to be a thing which, from the purely financial point of view, 
ought clearly not to be undertaken unless the revenue to be derived 
thereby is large, certain, requisite for the public service, and incapable 
of being obtained by other and less inconvenient methods. It would be 
entirely outside the Ee of the committee to discuss alternative 
modes of taxation. heir experience, however, leads them seriously to 
doubt whether the enormous number of valuations which will have to 


cost as £2,000,000 ; or whether the proposed staff of 500 valuers will be 
adequate to perform the task in a real and not a perfunctory manner 
within the estimated period of four years. Even if, however, the work 
can be properly done at the cost of £2,000,000, it is clear that this sum 
will absorb the revenue to be derived from the taxes for the first few 
years; so that their imposition cannot be said to be dictated by any 
immediate financial necessity. The committee have no doubt that land- 
owners generally would be glad to be able t6 share the optimism of Mr. 
Asquith as to the normal and constant progress in the value of their 
properties ; but, although there has been some recovery from the great 
depression of about thirty years ago, the view expressed by Mr. Asquith 
does not coincide with the experience of the committee, or, as they 
believe, with that of others whose business brings them into close and 





constant touch with the estate market. 
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’ 6. The immediate productivity of the proposed taxes being, therefore, 
at best trifling, and their future prospects, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, by no means assured, the question arises what real place they 
have in a Finance Bill—unless it is intended either rapidly to increase 
the rate of taxes or to utilise the machinery set up for other purposes 
than that for which it is ostensibly enacted. If the former object is 
in view, it will only enhance burdens already larger than land can fairly 
bear ; and if the latter, it raises at once a large constitutional question 
involving the relationship of the two Houses of Parliament, which has 
been much canvassed of late, and to which the committee do not propse 
further to advert. 

7. It would, however, be a mistake to regard the yield of the taxes 
to the Treasury as affording the true measure of their burden upon 
owners of land. Taxation that brings but little into the Exchequer 
may yet constitute a serious impost upon those who have to bear it; 
and notwithstanding that clause 17 has been practically redrafted by 
amendment, and the cost of the valuations by the Commissioners to be 
made thereunder will be borne by the State, it is obvious that land- 
owners who may be aggrieved by the provisional valuations must, if 
they are to be in a position to challenge them with any prospect of 
success, obtain professional assistance at their own expense ; so that the 
concession made with regard to the cost of valuations will, in many 
cases, prove to be apparent rather than real. Moreover, the committee 
think that in the discussions which have taken place there has (perhaps 
unavoidably) been a tendency to deal with each proposed new tax by 
itself, and not in correlation with the other existing and proposed 
burdens on land. As they pointed out in their former report, land is 
a form of property involving large management expenses, and is already 
heavily burdened for local and Imperial purposes, and any addition to 
those burdens must be locked at, not singly, but in connection with 
the others if a true view is to be obtained of its effect. 

8. Much has been made of the argument that precedents for the 
proposed new taxation are to be found in the legislation of other 
countries. It lies outside the scope of the committee’s inquiry to con- 
sider how far the cases may really be analogous, nor does it appear to 
them at all to follow that methods of taxation which might usefully be 
adopted in countries where a different land system prevails, or which 
are in a different state of land development to our own, can with equal 
propriety be applied here. It is sufficient for them to say that, having 
regard to the existing conditions of landed property in this country, 
the proposed taxation will, in their judgment, press unduly upon the 
owners of that class of property ; and that, if changes in our present 
system of land tenure are deemed desirable, they ought to be made the 
subject of direct legislation, when the proposals can be _ properly 
scrutinised on their merits, and ought not to be attempted by indirect 
means and under the cover of taxation. 

9. In their former report the committee animadverted on the auto- 
cratic powers which it was proposed to confer on the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, and upon the provisions for excluding the ordinary 
jurisdictio1 of the courts, which were contained in the Bill as originally 
introduced. It is satisfactory to them to note that in the Bill, as it 
now stands, considerable alterations have been made in these respects. 
They do not, however, consider that these alterations are entirely 
satisfactory. Even now the decision of the Commissioners on the 
_ several matters mentioned in sub-clause 3 of clause 11 and clause 14 (3) 
as to whether any restrictive covenant to which land may be subject is 
‘* reasonably necessary in the interests of the public, or in view of the 
character and surroundings of the neighbourhood ”’ is to be final and 
without appeal. The committee desire to point out that under the pro- 
visions referred to it may fall to the Commissioners to decide, for the 
purposes of the taxation, though, of course, for no other purpose, 
questions which are really questions of law, or at least mixed questions 
of law and fact—e.y., the question whether any park, garden, or open 
space is ‘‘ open to the public as of right,’’ or whether land used for 
games or recreation ‘‘ is so used under some agreement with the owner, 
which, as originally made, could not be determined for a period of five 
years ’’—a question which, in the case of an agreement made by a 
tenant for life or other limited owner, might involve the consideration 
of whether or not it was binding on his successor. Nor do the com- 
mittee assent to the view underlying the provisions in question that the 
Commissioners are the best, or even competent, judges of matters 
requiring local knowledge. No provision appears to be made for the 
holding by the Commissioners of local inquiries. Moreover, as the 
matters mentioned give rise to claims for exemption or abatement, the 
onus would presumably be upon the person making the claim to sub- 
stantiate it by sufficient evidence, which would clearly put it in the 
power of the Commissioners not merely to arbitrarily subject him to 
taxation without appeal, but also to inflict on him considerable expense. 

10. Concurrently with the abridgment of the powers of the Com- 
missioners the highly objectionable proposal to give an appeal only to 
a nominee of the Treasury has been eliminated. The committee think, 
however, that the amended proposals of clause 22 require considerable 
scrutiny. They observe in the first place that the amendments follow 
the vicious method of legislation by rules ; and it appears to them that 
the reality of the ultimate anpeal to the courts will largely depend upon 
the rules framed. It is, of course, beyond question that the eminent 
persons who are to form the Reference Committee will discharge their 
duties with complete impartiality and the utmost care; but the rules 
to be framed by them are subject to the approval of the Treasury. and 
it is hardly possible, in view of the original proposals of the Bill, to 
have the same confidence in that department. In the absence of mis- 





conduct on the part of a referee (and it may be assumed that the referees 
will all be men of the highest standing) an appeal to the courts from his 
award is seldom attended with success, unless the award be so framed 
as to show that he has gone wrong in some matter of principle or other 
material respect ; and consequently it becomes of the highest importance 
to know in what form, having regard to the numerous difficult questions 
of law which will incidentally be involved in many cases, the award is 
to take. But this is a matter which is to be left to the rules. Further, 
it is understood that the referee is in each case to be a member of the 
Surveyors’ Institute appointed by the Reference Committee. If the 
only matters which would fall to his decision were pure questions of 
valuation, such a tribunal might, perhaps, be one which the parties 
might of themselves be ready to select. But, in view of the fact that 
his decision must in many cases involve questions of law, and may often 
even turn solely on questions of law, the interposition of the referee 
will frequently only increase the expense of finally obtaining a judicial 
decision. And in any case it seems to the committee somewhat objection- 
able to insist upon the taxpayer resorting in the first instance to a 
reference when he might prefer to go direct to the courts—the natural 
and proper tribunals to interpret our statutes and administer justice. 
Further, it appears to the committee that the particulars which under 
clauses 16 and 17 the Commissioners have to supply to the owner may be 
quite insufficient to enable him to form an opinion as to the advisability 
of objecting to the provisional valuation and ultimately of appealing. 
Under clause 16 the only particulars required to be specified are (a) the 
total value, () the site value, and (c) that part of the site value which 
is due to the value of the land for agricultural purposes. In the view of 
the committee these particulars ought to be largely amplified, and the 
provisional valuation as submitted to the owner should show in detail 
the figures upon which the valuation is arrived at, and, in cases where 
no deduction is made by the Commissioners in respect of matters in 
regard to which they are authorised to make a deduction, a statement of 
their reasons for not making the same. In what way the decisions of 
the referee are to be enforced is not defined by the Bill. Apparently 
this also is to be left to the rules; but it is noteworthy that the Bill 
expressly provides that an order of the referee as to expenses may be 
made a rule of court, and it is curious that express provision should be 
made with reference to this part only of his award. The committee 
think it is as well to point out that the Bill will necessarily impose 
additional burdens on some of the judges; but they do not desire to 
enlarge on this, though they deprecate casting extra-judicial duties on 
judges. ; 

11. In their former report the committee called attention to the great 
delays and inconveniences which will be occasioned by the Bllection 
of increment value duty as a stamp duty. They doubt whether the 
extent of these has been fully realised. Instead of the comparatively 
simple inquiry into the consideration for a conveyance or lease, which 
is practically all that is at present necessary to enable the authorities at 
Somerset House to assess the stamp on the deed, it will be necessary for 
the officials, in the case of a conveyance or a lease for more than fourteen 
years, to make a careful note of all the parcels comprised in the deed 
as well as of the consideration therefor, and to search their records as 
well for the original valuation of each item as for all prior dealings or 
occasions on which: increment value duty has become payable, and to 
calculate the duty (if any) which may arise on the particular transaction. 
As time goes on these searches and inquiries must necessarily become 
more and more laborious,and intricate as parcels of land originally com- 
prised in different valuations become the subject of the same conveyance 
or lease, thereby necessitating constant apportionments of the original 
site value, with a number of cross references and a variety of different 
calculations. And the difficulty will be largely enhanced in cases where, 
as very often happens, the premises are described in the deed without 
reference to any plan.. In the meantime the parties to the transaction 
must wait for its completion until these investigations have been made 
and the duty finally assessed, except in cases (which probably will not 
be numerous) falling under clause 4 (3) (6). The committee cannot doubt 
that anything which tends to increase the uncertainty as to the date on 
which transactions may reasonably be expected to be completed is 
eminently calculated to hamper and discourage the free dealing with 
land which it has been the policy of the law to promote. 

12. The committee have already referred to the proposed substitution 
for the mineral rights duty of a tax on mining rents and royalties. 
Even with this alteration they see no reason to doubt that the Bill 
should contain a definition of ‘‘ minerals,’’ and they hope that this 
omission may yet be supplied. With regard to the tax itself, the com- 
mittee observe that the substituted tax is different in substance and 
effect from the tax originally proposed, and is even inconsistent with 
the motive underlying the original proposal, which proposal was to tax 
a mine-owner for not developing and working his minerals. The new 
proposal is to impose what is in effect an additional income tax on him 
if and when he does work his minerals. The committee see no reason 
why an additional income tax should now be imposed on the profits of 
a particular business from which other businesses are exempt. 

13. As wegards the reversion duty and undeveloped land duty the 
committee conceive that the effect must be to depress rather than to 
stimulate the building trade. The terms of a building lease are a matter 
of bargain, but if the lessor is to enter into it with the knowledge that 
on the determination of the lease the State will intercept a large slice 
of what would otherwise revert to him or his successors, he will have to 
protect himself against that eventuality by requiring a higher premium 


_ the granting of the lease or an increased rental during its currency, 
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Similarly, if the owner of land which, because it may eventually become 
ripe for building has a higher than a purely agricultural value, has 
for a series of years before it is actually taken up for building to pay 
a tax which amounts to a very heavy income tax on its annual value, 
he will necessarily seek to recoup himself as far as possible when the 
land in fact comes into building. The committee do not think that 
anyone would contend that the present condition of the building trade 
is such that any taxation which is likely still further to depress it is 
lightly to be enacted, with all the attendant risk of increasing unem- 
ployment. The truth appears to be that certain minds are obsessed with 
the idea that landlords as a class-make it an habitual practice to hold 
up for the sake of ultimate larger gains land which is actually required 
for building, and to drive merciless bargains with those who take build- 
ing leases from them. It may be (though the particular instances 
which have been cited have broken down on examination ofthe facts) 
that isolated cases could be found here and there of such a tendency ; 
but broadly speaking the committee do not believe fhat the idea has 
any substantial foundation in fact, and they think that the landlords 
are few and rare who need the added goad of taxation to induce them 
to develop their properties to the best advantage, on fair terms, and at 
the earliest possible opportunity. Lack of demand rather than a 
refusal of supply appears to them to be the real reason why land which 
may roughly be classed as building land remains unbuilt on. 

14. In submitting the foregoing observations the committee feel that 
they have to some extent been presenting again considerations which 
have already been urged in Parliament, the press, and a variety of 
literature which has emanated from divers authoritative sources ; and 
they are conscious that there are many other criticisms of a general 
character which might be and have been made, to which no reference 
is contained in the above remarks. But they have endeavoured in this 
and their former report to indicate some of the reasons which lead 
them to the conclusion that the proposed new taxes should not be 
adopted. They regard them as unjust in principle, in that they are 
specially directed against owners of a particular class of property and 
one which already bears its fair share of Imperial and local burdens, as 
unnecessary from a purely financial point of view, as seeking to bring 
about under the pretext of taxation results which, if deemed desirable, 
should be openly pursued by substantive legislation, and as calculated 
to cause dislocation of business and to augment unemployment. 

Matters of detail in connection with the Bill are subsequently dis- 
cussed. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Sypney Josepn Coticurt and James Wynn, solicitors (Sydney Coll- 
cutt & Wynne), Oxford. Aug. 31. [Gazette, Sept. 10. 


Lovis AvuGustineE BLacKMoRE and Ernest AvuGustus Roornam, 
solicitors, Ilfracombe. Sept. 6. The said Louis Augustine Blackmore 
will continue to practise in his own name at Clock Tower-buildings, 
Ilfracombe ; the said Ernest Augustus Rootham will practise on his 
own account in connection with Messrs. Harding & Son, at Barnstaple. 


Joun OrmMEROD Sacer and WitiiamM Pearce, solicitors (Sager & 
Pearce), Todmorden. Sept. 10. 


Hersert Woops and Ernest Epwarp Woops, solicitors (Woods and 
Son), Warrington. Dec. 31, 1908. The said Herbert Woods will con- 
tinue to carry on the said business under the style or firm of Woods 
& Son. [Gazeite, Sept. 14. 


General. 


In responding to the toast of ‘‘ The Legal Profession ’’ at the dinner 
of the Institute of Auctioneers at Swansea on the 9th inst., Mr. T. W. 
James, the President of the Swansea and Neath Incorporated Law 
Society, said that the legal profession was one of great antiquity ; it was 
also one of great and ever-growing responsibility. Solicitors were sub- 
ject to all sorts of restrictions, and the punitive powers vested in their 
Law Society and the judges were drastic and far-reaching. It had 
always appeared to him anomalous that solicitors as such could never 
hope for the honours and rewards that fell to their brethren of the 
long robe. Changes were ever slow, but once solicitors made it a 
sine qua non that every articled clerk must be a _ graduate of a 
university—and this he believed was not far distant—then they would 
be able to contend that the privileges of the Bar must be shared by 
them. He believed in the reform of his profession. He would have 
every one of the 20,000 solicitors now on the rolls contribute an average 
sum of £50. He would make the million so obtained a professional 
guarantee fund to make good any fraud. He would make it a condition 
that every member joining the profession should contribute £50 to that 
fund, and out of it he would make good any fraud by a member 
of the profession. He would create a feeling of confidence in the public 
mind that if the individual solicitor employed went wrong, the pro- 
fession to which he belonged would right that wrong. It was on this 
head that he thought solicitors as a profession were too conservative. 


> 





A correspondent writes to us :—It may interest solicitors to know 
that a useful set of classes suitable for their clerks will be held in the 
evening during the coming winter at the Working Men’s College, Crown- 
dale-road, N.W. The principal, Professor A. V. Dicey, K.C., D.C.L., 
is himself giving a course of lectures on ‘“‘ The Third French Republic.”’ 
There are, in addition, three courses : On Mondays, Mr. M. Bonham- 
Carter, B.A., lectures on ‘‘ Torts’’; on Wednesdays, Mr. H. G. 
Robertson, B.A., on ‘‘ Insurance”; and on Fridays, Mr. F. P. 
Croshaw, B.A., on “‘ Contracts.”” The term begins on the 20th 
instant. 

A ruling with respect to the hotel expenses of witnesses was, says 
the Times, given by Judge Tindal Atkinson at the Edmonton County 
Court on the 10th inst. A representative of the firm of Messrs. Avery, 
Son & Fairbairn, solicitors, appealed against a refusal of the Registrar 
to allow the hotel expenses of two witnesses who came from Manchester 
to attend the court. The Registrar based his refusal upon a decision 
of Judge Wightman Wood’s. His honour said that Judge Wightman 
Wood’s opinion was that the Registrar could do justice by allowing 
the maximum sum provided by the scale for attendance in order to 
include hotel expenses. He differed from his learned brother. It 
would be a remarkable argument to tell a solicitor that, although he had 
come 300 miles to give evidence and had incurred 15s. or 16s. hotel 
expenses, he would be--compensated with a guinea. In his Court 
he should always direct the Registrar to include the hotel expenses, 
where they were reasonably incurred in the travelling expenses, quite 
apart from the allowance for attendance. Therefore he ordered the 
hotel expenses of the two witnesses from Manchester to be allowed. 

Mr. Edwin Evans, surveyor, of 253, Lavender-hill, S.W., writes to the 
Times :—In reference to the Prime Minister’s statement in the House of 
Commons a few weeks back that ‘‘ the market was brisk, never was land 
in England in such demand, and business so plentiful,’ &c., he is taking 
the opinion of the whole of the 2,250 members of the Auctioneers’ 
Institute in all parts of the United Kingdom on the point. Although, he 
says, I have only asked for ‘‘ Yes”’ or ‘‘ No”’ to two questions, more than 
100 of the replies already to hand are accompanied by the most con- 
vincing evidence (quite unsolicited) of the deadly effect the Budget pro- 
posals are having upon business in land and property generally. . . . 
I quote a few of the comments from various places. City of London : 
The Prime Minister could have made no inquiries. Ireland : Business 
never so bad for ten years. Wales: Sales of land and property 60 per 
cent less. Liverpool: Market paralysed. Salop: State of business 
appalling. Bristol : Practically no business. Leeds: Prime Minister’s 
statement a complete exaggeration. Derby : Property almost unsale- 
able. Birmingham: Market practically killed. ncashire : Market 
absolutely dead. Kent : Bottom of market knocked out. Oxfordshire : 
Things at a standstill. Wiltshire: Never known business worse. 
Middlesex : Worse than for fifty years. I could fill your issue this week 
with similar extracts—perhaps these are sufficient to go on with. 

In an amusing article in the current issue of the Law Magazine and 
Review by Mr. Bellot on ‘‘ Counsel’s Fees,” the writer quotes from the 
bill sent in to the city treasurer by the Mayor and Aldermen of Canter- 
bury after a visit to London in the year 1500, a instance of the 
amount of the fees = to counsel and of the relationship between 
counsel and the lay client. The first item is 10s: paid to Mr. Frewick, 
Mr. Kingsmill, and Mr. Halton, counsel, at Serjeants’-inn. On the 
same afternoon the city representatives saw Mr. Holton, the junior 
counsel, in the cloister at St. Paul’s, where he corrected a copy of some 
document, for which he received 3s. 4d. and his clerk 12d. On 
the following morning 3s. 4d. was paid to each of the three counsel 
in Westminster Hall. These fees were repeated on the three subse- 
quent days. ... Sir John Davies, Attorney-General to James I. in 
Ireland, appears to have been the first to have introduced the Imperial 
theory of an honorarium into this country. In the preface to his 
report, published in 1628, he writes of the professors of the law ‘“‘ for 
the fees or rewards which they receive are not of the nature of wages 
or pay, or that which we call salary or hire, which are indeed duties 
certain and grow due by contract for labour or service, but that which 
is given to a learned councillor is called honorarium, and not merces, 
being indeed a gift which giveth honour as well to the taker as to the 
giver ; neither is it certain or contracted for, no price or rate can be 
set upon counsel, which is invaluable and inestimable.’’ Davies’ view 
was expressly adopted by Blackstone, and it was held in 1791 that no 
action lay against counsel for negligence, and in the following year, in 
an action to recover a fee paid to counsel to argue a cause, which he 
failed to attend, Lord Kenyon said it was the general opinion of the 
profession that counsel’s fees ‘‘ were as a present by the client, and not 
a payment or hire for their labour.”’ 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Sept. 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoatrzp rm Caancrer. 


A, E. Gooppy & Sow, Lep—Petn for winding up, presented 7, directed to be heard 
po bag ho Corporation st, Birmingham, ‘on Oct 4, at 10.80, Walthall & 


. Birmingham ookee Oe EE must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock the afternoon of 


Carrs Broruxrs & Co (1908), Lrp>—Petn for winding presented Aug 6, directed 
to be heard on Oct 18. tee S te Gen Che Se ee 
Betien of must reach the above-named not than 6o'clook in the afver- 
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James Hanvmain & Son, Ltp —Petn for winding up, presented Aug 27, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Crawford st, Wigan, on Sept 21, at 11. 36, March & Co, 
M r, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Sept 20 

Measvazs Brotuers, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 2, directed to be 

on Oct 13. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury, solors for petners. Notice of ee 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 1 

Srconwn1 anp Tarxwa Co, Lrp (tw _Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or ae 
Dec 1, to send tneir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Percy Arthur Casserley, 7, Southampton st, High Holborn, Edell & Co, 
King st, Cheapside, solors for liquidator “ 

London Gazette.—Tusspay, Sept. 14, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liuitep 1s CHanceryr. 

Borovenr Restavrants (Warrtneton), Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 10, 

directed to be heard at the Court House, Palmyra sq, Warrington, Oct 7. Woods & 


Son, Warrington, solors for the petners. Notice of —s must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 6 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gaseite.—Futpay, Sept. 10, 
Auegrt Peess, Lro. 
Cyctantua Postrisarne Co, Lrp. 
Garrat Nortares Synorcare, Leo. 
Luwywypra anp TonyPanny Conservative Cius Boripine Synpicate Co, Lap. 
Yrowarp & Burrows, Lrp. 
Pirrs, Lrp. 
Samvurt Mritee & Co, Lrp. 
Hieas’ Datry Faems, Lrp. 
W. viearns & Co, Lr. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 14. 


Suerviecp InperenDeEnt Press, Lrp, 

F. Zorertta & Co, Lp. 

Istz or AnGurszy Streamsurp Co, Lrp. 
CarLyite Civs Boripine Association, Ltp, 
Grorer Witson & Co, Lercousten, Lro, 

Cc. & L. Suaw, Lrv. 

Suarow Caemticat Co, Lrp. 

Rartise Sure “Gientur”’ Co, Lrp. 
Bartrsa Unirep Ciock Co (1907), Lap. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Sept. 29.—Mesers. Davin Burwartr, Son, & Bappetey, at the Mart: Freeho'd Business 
Premises (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Sept. 28.—Mesars. Harrops, Lrp., at the Mart: Sundry Properties (see advertise- 
ment, back page, this week). 








Result of Sale. 
Reverssor, Lire Pottcres, &c. 

Mesars. H. E. Fostzr & Crawrretp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No, 891) of the 
above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on Thursday last, when 
the following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
£4,860 :— 

ss —temene s- 
To £2,7 a a on «. Bold £750 
To gio | ooo oo eee ove Sie « eee ove pm £35 
To £927 10s., &. ove on . »» £300 
POLICIES OF Fr ASSURANCE 
ae ove wt” “eae 0 oo §=—s_ gp, £8,110 
oes » £465 


HALF. suRRE in Poasession of Property at Southend » <0 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Craim. 
Eondon Gazette.—Frivay, Sept, 10. 
Atizx, Harriet Evtex, Tunbridge Wells Oct 12 Greenip & Co, Tunbridge Wells 


Batter, Wit.1am, West Wellow, Southampton Oct11 Footner & Son, Romsey, Hants 
Coiz, Emanveu Akita, Liverpool Oct 23 Radcliffe & Wright, Liverpool 





Cranxe, Matacut James, Midtown, Urswick, Lancs Oct 31 Jackson & Sons, Ulverston 

Dante.t, Isapecta Loraine, Dover Sept 30 EW&V Kuocker, Dover 

Distin, Jou Txomas, Paignton, Devon Sept30 Eastley & Co, Paignton 

Deearer, Isapevia, Bristol Oct1 Perham & Sons, Bristol 

Exuiorr, Carorine Louisa, Brighton Oct 10 Cotching & Son, Horsham 

hanes, Tsomas, Shaugh Prior, Deyon, Naval Pensioner Sept 29 Rodd, East Stone. 

ouse 

Franky, Carouge, Melton, Suffolk Oct 11 Wood, Woodbridge 

Goprrey, "THOMAS ALBERT, Botwell, Harlington, Middlesex, Market Gardener Oct 6 
Ruston & Co, Brentford 

Hauns, © s Wintras Josern, Pantasaph, nr Holywell, Flint Oct 23 Brett & Co, Man. 


JOENSON, Jomre Wittiam, Maidstone Oct 14 Brenvan & Brennan, Maidstone 

Jouyxson, WitiiaM Rainey, idst Oct 14 & Brennan, Maidstone 

Jounson, Saran ELIZABETH, Maidstone Oct14 Brennan & Brennan, Maidstone 

Joxuyson, ELIZABETH, Maidstone Oct 14 an & Brennan, Maidstone 

Leaver, Mary, Buntingford, Herts Oct6 Gayton & Hare, Much Hadham, Herts 

Lusk, sir Anprew, Sussex sq, Hyde Park Oct 2) Gush & Co, Finsbury circus 

Mankiewicz, Grora Avucustus, Park st, Grosvenor sy Nov 1 Pearce-Jones & Co, 
John st, Bedford row 

Mayy, Euizaneta Betsy, Torquay Oct 15 Besos & & Wollen, Torquay 

Nosiz, Witi1am, Ne te, Surrey Oct18 Hart & Co, Dorking 

O’Ngitu, THomas, Manningham, Bradford Sept 25 Westwood & Howe, Bradford 

Prince, Emty, Edgbaston, A FTP Oct 12 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 

Provup, ete South Shields, Coal Miner Oct 10 Richard:on & Eider, Newcastle upon 


RaMsDEN, _ Kay, Sloane st, Chelsea, MB Oct11 Eland & Co, Trafalgar sq 

Ricaarpsox, WILLIAM, Wirksworth, Derby Oct 12 Wheateroft & Gibbs, De:by 

Ripeway, Corpevia, Manchester Oct 18 Ridgway, Warrington 

Roesrson, WILLIAM, Bamburgh, Northumberland Sept 30 Liing, Berwick on Tweed 

Samira, THomas Georcs, Porthcawl,Glam Oct 1 a & Williams, Bridgend 

Spink, Joun, Bradford Nov1 Neill & Dawson, Bradfor 

STEIN,  Seaaene Ausegt, Thornton Heath, Surrey Oct 8 , ee & Co., Great St Thomas 

e 

Tewson, Eowarp, Cheapside Oct18 Tewson, Poultry 

Tuomas, Wicuiam Horatio Bennett, Bradford Nov i Neill & Dawson, Bradford 

TauasBy, ArrHorR Harvey, Culverlands, nr Reading, JP, DL Oct 14 Robins & Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Wappincroy, Joun, Padiham, Lancs, Beerseller Oct 30 Whiteh2ad, Padiham 

WIL.LIAMs, Lewis, Gardiff Oct 11 Spencers & Evans, Cardiff 

Woop, Exizasetu, Bromley, Kent +30 Morris, Cardiff 

Woop, LiEWwsiten, . Kent Oct 30 Morris, Cardiff 

Waieut, Wiiu14m, Dudley, Worcester Sept 24 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Sept. 14. 


Apamsoy, Mary Any, Sunderland Oct 14 Kidson & Co, Sunderland 
Anperson, WitL1am Sisiey, Brownswood pk, Green Lanes, Middiesex Oct15 Lamb & 
, Ironmonger In 
ANDERSON; Witu14mM Sister, Brownswood pk, Geeen Lanes, Middlesex Oct 14 Lamb & 
Co, Ironmonger In 
Cantanw, James Henry, Catherine st, Wessminaster, Licensed Victualler Oct 15 Saw- 
— 7 & Co, Aldermanbury 
Genial ILLIAM Henry, Ludgean, Cowawall, Butcher Oct 20 Thomas, Penzance 
Eppy, Wiiu14m, Marazion, Corawall , Hotel Proprietor Oct 1s Thomas, Penzance 
Epxixs, Witt1aM, Slough, Bucks Oct 22 Sprigze, Slough 
Ecxinetoy, Jang Emma, Edgbaston, Warwick .Oct 20 Colmore & Monckton, Birming- 
hi 





am 
pum, J ~ ang Samus, Holme Lacy, Hereford, Farmer Nov 1 Humfrys & Symonds 
erefor 
Fuemine, Caartotre Horgaoop, Newcastle upon Tyne Oct 10 Richardson, & Elder, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
Garsurtt, Davin, Stockton on Tees, Draper Oct 15 Watson, Stockton on Tees 
Gittine, Henry Rostyson, Ravenscroft park, Baraet Oct 31 Boyes & Son, Barnet 
Hissert, Gores, Ashton — Lyne, Brewers’ Assistant Manager Oct7 Bottomley 
& , Ashton under Lyn: 
Hook, SopHIA, Staple Hill, Glos Oct 1 Cook & Co, Bristol 
Huaues, Anniz, Sea Houses, Northumberland Oct 21 Douglas, Alnwick 
Humpneey, Mary, Hildenborough, Kent Oct 20 Neve & Peach, Tonbridge 
Horroy, Joun, Leeds Nov1l Dawson & Chapman, Leeds 
Keats, Hannan, Bagnall, Stoke upon Trent Oct 11 Hollingshead & Moody, Tunstall 
Kyiaut, Freperic, Devizes, Wilts, Watchmaker Sept 30 Smith, Melksham 
Lanyeriper, Ettes Maun, Brighton Oct 23 Maynard & Smith, Brighton 
Lomax, Jonny, Brooklands, Chester Oct 25 Addleshaw & Co, Manchester 
Passer, James, Kingsdown, Bristol Sept 23 Light, Bristol 
Paitiprs, ALrkeD, MRCS, LSA, Savoy mans, Strand Oct11 Taylor & Co, Strand 
Rivey, Mary, Blackburn Sept 22 I & W Wilkinson, Blackburn 
Rozeets, Joan, Clitheroe, Lancs, Draper Oct 23 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 
Tompson, Sian telloburg en Mary Cevra, Crescent gr, Clapham Common Oct 30 Guillaume 
Sons ju 
Tuaner, THOMAS, Wortley, Leeds Nov 1 Wooler & Co, Leeds 
bad a Catuerine Isapevua, Littlethorpe, ar Ripon, York Oct 30 Hutchinson, 
ipon 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND. LIMITED. 


BMOORGATE STRAT, LONDonm, 


BPG sa TA BLISHED hill 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— 


LICENSED PROPERTY. 





X SPECIALISTS IN ALL 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the Corporation. 


LICENSING MATTERS. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat 


on application. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


A.person, Wittram Heyry, Pickpe, Meat Purveyor 
Blackburn PetSept8 Ord Sept 

Asniey, CHartes Henry, Bheftied, inate Merchant 
Sheffield Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 

ay! Atrrep, Liverpool, Tobacco Dealer Live:pool 
Pet Aug 14 Ord 

Buack#aM, Witu1am Ricnarp, Wolverhampton, Stone 
Mason Wolverhampton Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 

Braysuaw, Hexry Snooter, Bradtord, Cab Proprietor 
Bradford Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

CnurcuEr, AtFeeD, Dorset rd, me any rd, Photographer 
High Court Pet May 27 Ord Sept 6 

CowarD, Mazy Swarx, Barrow in Pees. Grocer 
Barrow in Furness Pet Aug 31 Ord 

Dounxizy, Harry, Northampton, House me aol North- 
ampton Pet ‘Bept 8 Ord Septs 

Framptoy, F W, and Lewis H Framprox, Drummond cres, 
Euston, Cab Proprietors High Court Pet July 16 
Ord Aug 31 

Goss, Hersert Josrru, Swansea, Chartered Accountant 
Swansea Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Harrison, WILLIAM, ieutentens, Dentist Birmingham 
Pet Bept6 Ord Sept 6 

Hone _ Wiuasam Benvamix, Little Britain, Stationer 

h Court Pet Septs6 Ord Sept 6 

Sane Freperick Bowyer, Birkbeck Bank ae, Sur- 
veyor High Court Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 

Hop p= ee no at Warrington Waesviagten et Sept 7 


Hu A... ty, James, Brasted. Kent, Motor Engineer 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Sept6 Od Sept 6 

Hucues, ALFrep Toomas, New Malden, ~~ Inventor 
Kingston, Surrey Pet May1@ Ord Sept7 

Jones, Witt1AM Regs, Liandilo, Carmarthen,Grocer Car- 
marthen Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

McLovueutiy, James, Shipley, Yorks, Tailor Bradford 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Se rakes 

Mepwock, Ernest, Wa a, General Dealer Wakefield 
Pet Sept 7 Ord 

Mi1toy, ARTHUR, Branford Bradford Pet Sept 6 Ord 
Sept 

Moorz, Davip, Lowestoft, Jeweller Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Sept 6 


Norton, Rona.p, omer” Salop, Grocer Shrewsbury | 


Pet Aug 26 Ord 

Pavey, THomas, jun, eMottingbam, Lsce Merchant Not- 
tindham Pet Sept6 Ord sept 6 

Patmer, THomas, Stoke, reper Pensioner Plymouth 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Parker, Hersert abe, Stokes Croft, Bristol, Fruiterer 
Bristol Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 

Pax he ee Co, Gray’sinnrd High Court Pet Aug 18 
Ord 8 

Prarsz, Horace +f eae Gloucester Gloucester Pet 
Rept 7 Ord Sept 7 

PritcHarD, JAmEs, Pontygwaith, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet Sept7 Ond Sept 7 

Ricuarps, Jonn Henry, teens General Dealer Derby | 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Rozsinsoy, Henry, Sheffield, Steel Merchant Sheffield 
Pet Aug7 Ord Sept 

Sumoxps, JounN, Lesdenhall Market, Meat Suteaten 
Hbgh Court Walsall Pet Sept 8 Ora Sept 8 

Srockmay, Ernest ALBERT, Brixham, Devon, Fisherman 
Plymouth Pet Sept 8 ‘Ord sept 8 

Stonx, ARnoLp ALFrEep Price Dunbar, Waleall,Construc- 
tional Engineer Walsall Pet Sept3 Ord Be pt 3 

Vau nee Ricuarp — Southport, Builder Liverpool | 
Pet Sept7 ord Sept 7 

Veary, Jonny, 
Ord Sept 7 

Wa.xprx, Epwin, Rotherham, Yorks, Druggist Sheffield 
Pet Sept 6 Ord B8ept 6 

Witson, James, 9 ~ 7m Bradford, Grocer Bradford 
Pet 'gept 6 Ord Sept 


FIRST ‘oon, 


AnmsrronG, Grorcs, Manchester, Furniture + med Bept 
18 at li O . Byrom st, Mancheste: 

Bare, THomAs FREDERICK, Wilpshire, nr Blackburn, Fire- 
lighter Manufacturer Sept 18 atll Off Rec, 13, 
Winckley st, Preston 


| 








» Painter Leicester Pet Sept 7 | BraysHaw, Henry Saoore: 





Boperr, Wittiam Joun, Cardiff, China Dealer Sept 18 
at 12 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Braysuaw, Henay Suoorer, Bradford, 
Sept 20at3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Brown, Ext, Frolesworth, Leicester, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 20at 12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge at, Leicester 

Buspett, Hexsert Joux, a by. electrical Engineer 
Sept 20 at3.15 Off Rec, ventry 

CassoFsKI, ABRAHAM, Feeney as Sept2iatll Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liv: 

Cuvroner, ALFagp, Dorset ag, 3 F eee 

21at12 Bankruptcy ptey bldgs, C 

Co.z, ALFrep, Neath, Giam, stabouter § "Sept me atll Off 
Ree, Government’ bidgs, St Mary’s st, Swan: 

Cooks, Wi.rexp, Iifracombe, Newsagent Sept 22 at 3.15 
94, High st, Barnstaple 

Hi, ‘JosErH Ricaarp, Wollaston, Worcester, Engineer 
Sept 21 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

Hogss, WiLLtaM BenJamin, Little itain, Stationer Sept 
20at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hous, Freperick Bowyes, Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, 

He 20 at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Curey st 
se UGH, . Carnarvon, Butcher Sept 20 
Crypt chm 


rs, Chester 

pe. swan Rens, Neath, Glam, Mason Sept 18 at 
ll. Off Rec, Government bldgs, Bt Mary's st, 
A, 

Kent, THowas Grorer, Horsted Keynes, Sussex, Farmer 
Sept 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Maatin, Wiison Henry, Bowness on Windermere, —— 
Sept 20 at 3.15 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow 
in Furness 

MoLoventts, James, sty A ae Tailor Sept 20 at 11 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, B: 

Mirror ARTEUR, Bradford Sept 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
12 2, Duk ke st, Bradford 

Mute, CHARLES, and Atrraep Dixoy, Irlam, Lancs, 
Builders Sept 18at1130 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


ch 

Nortoy, Benes, Ironbridge, Salop, Grocer Sept 18 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Owen, eater Ranperson, Henley on Thames, Hotel 
Proprietor Sept 2iat12 14, Bedford row 

Pax ae «4 Co, Gray’s inn rd Sept 20 at 12 Bank- 
ruptey bidgs, st 

7 i> ae, Doncaster, Grocer Sept 21 at 12 

Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Semana James, Pontygwaith, Glam, Collier Sept 20 

at 11 Off Rec, P Office chmbrs, Taff st, Ponty- 


pridd 

| Proctor, Frep, Cheltenham, Licensed Victualler Sept 18 
at 3.80 County Court bldge, Cheltenham 

Reeve, Jonn, Long Sutton, Lincs, Farmer Sept 18 at 1 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Simonps, Joux, y oll ee, ee A Contractors 

Sept 2iat12 Bankru bldgs, Ca 


Smita, Tuomas James, + tn nr Toykeebs , Far- 
= Sept 18 at 2.30 County Court bidgs, Chelten- 


Txomas, Jonn Atpert, Blandford, Dorset, Baker Sept 
18 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salis- 


ury 
Witsox, James, Manningham, Bradford, Grocer Sept18 
at ll Off Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avpersox, WILLIAM Henry, eee, Meat Purveyor 
Blackburn Pet Sept 8 8 

Asuiey, Cuartes Henry, Shefiett, Leather Merchant 
Sheffield Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Bent, Caaries Austin, and Witu14M Bent, King’s ye 
bey | Metal Dealers Birmingham Pet Sept 4 


Brackgam, Witttam Ricnarp, Wolverhampton, Stone 
Mason Wolverhampton Pet 6 Ord Septé 
Bradford, Cab Proprietor 

Bradford Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 
Brooxe-Mrarrs, Ape.euxpe Groreina Hina Victoria, 
Oxford ter, H: ——_ -house Keeper High 
Court Pet J 2 Ord Bept 4 
Dunx.ey, Harry, Northampton, House Decorator North- 
ampton Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 
Fiowekrs, J F, Swansea, Picture Frame Maker Swansea 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 7 
Gop, Wri114m, Thorn Falcon, Somerset, Farmer Taunton 
eh... Augil6é Ord Sept7 
. 2 RBERT Josers, Swansea, Chartered Accountant 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 





The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 























Law Courts Branch : 


SUN 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orricr: 
638, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT 1088S OF RENT AND PROF.TS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


40, CHANCERY LANE, 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BORGLARY, 


w.c. 


A, W. COUSINS, District Manager, 


. 


——* me ag ae. African Merchant Liverpool 


aanison, Winsiax, _biemingham, Dentist Birmingham 

Hissert, Georce Freperick, puamatagen, Captain Barn- 
staple Pet June18 O:d 

Hoxus, or High Court Pet Bept peck: Ban a y aon Sur- 
veyor 

wat Epw ~ ate Warrington - my Pet Sept 7 


Jonxs, Wrerax Ress, Liandilo, Se, Grocer Car- 
marthen Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 

JossrH, Hyman LEopotp, Erdington, Warwick, Coal 
Merchant Birmi Pet Ang 31 Ord Sept 6 

oa THomas A ,' ——< Keynes, Sussex, Farmer 


ighton Pet Sept 4 4 
— JAMES, Shipley, orks, Tailor Bradford 
General Dealer Wakefield 


6 O.d 
7 
ford Bradford Pet Sept é Ord 


Mepiock, Ersest, W: 
Pet Sept 7 Ord 

Mitros, ARgTaur, 

Norton, Rowaxp, Ironbridge, Salop, Grocer Shrewsbury 
Pet Aug 26 ‘Ord Bept 6 

Pavey, Tuomas, jun, yo mr Lace Maker Notting- 
ham Pet Spt 6 Ord Sept 6 

ss a Stoke, tana mae Pensioner Plymouth 

7 


Parker, Heaseet Bests, Bristol, Fruiterer Bristol 


Pet Sept 6 Ord 
ParrTexven, Eccey vedere Kent, Clothier High Court 
et Sept 4 Ord dept 


Prarse, i Ween, Gloucester Gloucester Pet 
Sept7 Ord Sept 7 
Poxsossy, Captain W R, Ryder st entan, St James’ 
High Court Pet July $ Ord sept 8 
Puce. James, Fostegeulh, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
idd Pet Sept 7 Ord —. 
Ricuarps, Joun sizwry, Derby, General Dealer Derby 
PetSept8 Ord Sept 8 
Rowe, WILLIAM le Seven Sisters rd, Holloway, 
Builder High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Se Sept 7 
ee be mgr ey Eesex, Builder High 
‘et Aug7 Sept 6 
Srockmay, Beenet Arsene) Brixham, Devon, Fisherman 
Piymouth Pet Sept8 Ord 8 
Sronz, ARNOLD ALFaep Price Pree Walsall, Construc- 
tivnal Engineer Walsall Pet sept 3 or da, 
Tapot, CHARLES SIDNEY, Foson vr peepemcane 
Peterborough Pet Aug3 Ord Sept 6 
Torner, Ricuarp Beney, ee or yey rey ben 
— Victualler Shrewsbury 
t7 
Vaan, eg ees Hewsry, Southport, Builder Liver- 
et Sept7 Ord Sept 7 
Vasnr, Jou, Leicester, Puinter Leicester Pet Sept 7 
Wattors, owns, Rotherham, Yorks, Druggist Sheffield 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Se 


6 
Witson, James, , Bradford, Grocer Bradford 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 
Amended Notice substituted for that el panama in the 
London Gazette of 


Hamittox, Ropeat WItiiam ress omen “= 
ornsey, High Court Pet —o 2 «O 
Mar 23 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept. 14 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Baxer, WILLIAM ——— perm iene 3 Manager 
Durham, pom Newcastle 


J 
upon Tyne Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 
Cook, ALBert WILLIAM, = eh Birmingham 


Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 
Epwarps, Davin, Headingley, Leeds, Farmer Leeds Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
noes bs ge Port Talbot, Glam, Haulier 
Neath Pet Sept1l Ord Sept 11 
eumen Percy Gigt Ooart Apecgary Coperd. Brass 
Founder ‘et Sept 10 Ord = 
GranaM, B., pe, Hoiland rd, Kensiogton, 
Paplic-house Broker High Court Pet’ Aug l4 Ord 


G W, Weston super Mare. - Police 
ter Pot Ag ai 81 Ord Sept 

Hareizs, Joux, , 7 el 
Pet sept 9 pera Sept 9 

Harrman, yy Euma, Richmond een Wands- 

worth t Sept9 Ord mate 

Hawkins, Foun Eanest, Witttam Hewry Datrox, 

Ww Contractors Hi 


Vi OM . 4 High Court 
Pet Sept 9 Sept 

Jonzs, Kaxzst Fenwick, West Hartlepool, Plumber 
Sunderland Septi Ord i 


t 10 
quan, 


Norcuirrs, Jonn WILLIAM, 
Pet Sept 10 Ora Bept 10 


Curae ae James Wiiu1amM, March, Cambridge, Hotel 
Peterborough Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
paren Wi hada my hy gg Currier North. 
am| Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 
Prout, Rosgrt, Port Corawall, Master Mariner 
Truro Pet 9 On 


Aon at, . 
High Court Pet July 22 Ord 
we oe Sypyzy West, Willesden In, Baker High Court 





T. on din >, Wet Pery rd, Poplar, Licensed Vic- 
‘AYLOR, ALFRED, 
tualler High Court Pet Augll Ord Sept 9 
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mer onan, Manchester High Court Pet July 30 
rd 


Wi1u14Ms, ratieten James, Troedyrhiw, Merthyr | 
—— Merthyr Tydfil Pet Sept 9 
t 9 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 27: 


Somexu, Moss: Josern, Menasni Yoserx Somexu, and 
Meir Haroyx Kattan, Manchester, Shipping Merchants 
Manchester Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


A.pgesox, Witt1am Henay, Blackburn, Meat Purveyor 
Sept 23 at 11 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Bepsoroven, Joun, Windsor, Butcher Sept 23 at 12 14, 
Bedford row 
Bipper, Antuue Tuomas, Ilminster, Somerset, Confec- 
tioner Oct 2at 1.40 10, Hammet st, Taunton 
BuiackHam, WILLIAM RicHarp, Wolverhampton, Stone 
Mason Sept 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
pi Vita, Fevix Martin, Folkestone, Cycle Agent Sept 
22atil Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
Epwarps, Davin, Headingley, Leeds, Farmer Sept 22 at 
11 Off Reo, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
Fitt, Atraep, ‘Shipdham, nr Thetford, Norfolk, Black- 
smith Sept 25at1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Framptox, F W, and Lawis H FRramprow, Drummond 
cres, Euston, Cab Proprietor Sept 23 at 12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
—_, Percy Atreep, Alyesbury st, Clerkenwell, Brass 
Founder Sept 23 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Greresox, G W, Weston super Mare, Indian Police Official 
22at11.45 Off Rec, 46. Baldwin st, Bristol 
Hasrizs, Joun, Liwynhendy, nr Lianelly, Labourer Sept 
2at 11.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Hawes, Tuomas Ernist, and Wittiam Henry Darton, 
Victoria st, Westmioster, Contractors Sept 22 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldge, Carey st 
Miecocx, Bertram Epwarp, Tredegar, Mon, Boot Dealer 
ag 22at11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
on 
Hoessiz, Hexry James, Brasted, Kent, Motor Engineer 
ad at 11 Bridge Hotel, Broadway, Tunbiidge 
e 
Hoeuzs, Arsert Toomas, New Malden, Surrey, Inventor 
Sept 22 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Jzywinos, H A, Tewkesbury, Hatter Sept 23 at1l Court 
House, Luton 
Jonzs, Wittiam Ress, Liandilo, Carmarthen,Grocer Sept 
24 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Lasznsox, Sovomos Myer, Manchester, Wholesale Draper 
Sept 22at 10 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Mepiock, Ernest, Wakefield, General Dealer Bept 22 at 
11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Mixer, Witt1y, Liford, Essex, Tailor Sept 23 at3 14, 


row 
Moorg, Vavip, Lowestoft, Jeweller Sept 22at1 Off Rec, 
8, st Norwich 
Noxcurrr, Jonx Witiram, Elland, Yorks, Out Porter 
Sept 23 at 10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 
Papgy, Tnomas, un, Nottin gham, Lace Maker Sept 23 at 
ll Off , 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Parker, )Hereenr Heyry, Bristol, Fruiterer Sept 22 at 
11.30 Off Rec, £6, Baldwin st, Bristol 
ween we Bethesda, Carnarvon, Quarryman Sept 24 
Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
nt James, Glaskin "rd, Wells st, Hackney, Licensed 
Messenger Sept 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Roserts, hicuasp, Coreley, Salop, Tea Dealer Sept 27 at 
12 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 
‘Betcuet, § C, Cumberland park, Willesden junc, Tobacco 
Dealer Bept 24at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Somexn, Moen: Joszru, Mewasut Yossra Somexn, and 
ig Haeow Kartray, Manchester, Shipping - 
chants Dec9at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 
Steruenson, Grorce, Southampton st, Bloc mebury, bees 
sulting Engineer Sept 22 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Carey 

Ss Sypwry West, Willesden In, Baker Sept 23 at 11 

kruptcy bldgs, Carey at 

as Eexest Atzeat, Brizham, Devon, Fisherman 
Sept 24 at 3.30 Bolton Hotel, Brixham 

Strouz, Annotp Atraep Paice Duspar, Walsall, Construc- 
tional Engineer Sept 22 at 3 George Hotel, Walsall 

Tasor, Cuartes S1pxey, Paston, Northampton, Saddler 
Sept 22at 12 Law Courts, Peterborough 

Taytos, Atrrep, West Ferry rd, Poplar, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Se Sept 22 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tinntox, Wittiam Hersert, Whitehaven, Cumberland, 
Wholesale Fish Merchant Sept 22 at in Court House, 
Whitehaven 


Veanry, Jony, Leicester, Painter Sept 22 at 12 Off Rec, 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Watxpex, Evwix, Rotherham, York, D t Sept 22 a 
12 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield a ee 

Wiize, Jurivs, Manchester Sept 23 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Yuu, Atraep, Caerau, Glam, Boot Dealer Sept 22 at 12 
Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baxer, hea amg: gy = _— qt 
eee ty hen te bed ace tb Tailor’s Salesman Liverpool 
Om, & are iene Ona —— Baker Birming- 
er yy Bath, Author High Court Pet July 28 


Epwaeps, Daviv, Headingley, Leeds 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10” ee oe 





Epwarps, Masog Sipney, Port ee, Glam, Haulier 
Neath Pet Sept 11 OrdSepti1 

== Percy Atrrep, Aylesbury st, Clerkenwell, a 

Founder High Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 1 

Hannzies, Joun, Liwyphendy, or ye Labourer “Our 
marthen Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Hartmann, Extza Emma, Richmond Park, Surrey Wand- 
worth Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Lez, GzorGr, Bishop Auckland, poate, Drapers’ Assistant 
Durham Pet Sept9 Ord "Bept 9 

Marsnatt, Jony, Lowdham, Notts, Box Mannfacturer 
Nottingham Pet July 24 Ord Sept 9 

Mitiey, Wirttam, Dford, Essex, Tailor Che!msford Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Moore, Davin, Lowestoft, Jeweller Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Sept 9 

Nipeeost, C, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet Aug 
28 Ord Sept 8 

Norourre, Joun Wittram, Elland, York, Out Porter 
Halifax Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Ourver, James Wrtitam, March, Cambridge, Hctel 
Proprietor Peterborough Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Permit, WittiAM, Raunde, Northampton, Currier North- 
ampton Pet Sept11 Ord Sept 11 

Prout, Ropert, Port Isaac, Cornwall, Master Mariner 
Truro Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Ronerts, RicHarp, Coreley, Salop, Tea Dealer 
minster Pet Augi7 Ord Sept 9 

Rosson, Jonn Duycay, North Shields 
Tyne PetSept2 Ord Sept 9 

Wittiams, RrGinatp James, Sette, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Watchmaker Merthyr Tydfil Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Woop, Curssrert Epwarp, Sutton, Surrey, Commercial 
Traveller Croydon Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 9 


Kidder- 


Newcastle upon 








SEA ISLAND for the CURE of 
INEBRIETY. Ladies and Gentlemen. Freedom, 
Boating, Billiards, Golf, Fishing, &c, Resident Physician. 
Terns, 3to5 —- Guide fres.—F. N. Coarrineton, 
Osen Is' and, Ese 
Patients at £2 ¥ om Island village. 


OR MENTAL and NERVOUS CASES.— 
Very comfortable quarters, commodious huge ; 
largs secluded garden; resident d ctor, with efficient 
staff ; constant individual attention bestowed; mass 
and rest cure.—MapicaL SUPERINTENDENT, “* Woodbury, ie 
Teddington. 








Telephone: 602 Holborn. 
EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep mw THE Reiew or Witu1am & Mary, 1689. 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE ‘KING ¢ & HM. T: THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Olerks, & Coroners. 


CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





NORTHERN 


ASSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
FIRE. LIFE. 
BURGLARY. ACCIDENT. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 





Accumulated Funds (2908) £ 7,198,000, 


LONDON OFFICE :—1, Moorgate Street. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts, 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms 1} to3i Guineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 
‘*RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD,” 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A, 
M.D. (Camb.). or alee: SB. See ‘Assoc, Boe. 
Stud: ¢ Inebri MR, ears’ Experience. Excellent 
a and M References. For terms and particula:s 
apply Miss RILEY, — Principal. 


BRAND’S 
Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 








“ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 





Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


BY Staten. AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Act su on the 
shortest notice. otic 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suaae Cestivicates, Desentu: &c, ed 
printed. OrrictaL SEALS dedaned ont pm a = 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO,., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeante’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





Treatment of INEGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen Sane Oe SA ae ena. 


F rs 
OF Perma, We» Pry D. HOGG, M.R.C.B., &e., 


Telephone: P.O. 16, Riokmanswortu, 








= Wire; Evanoplis, London. 


W. EVANS CO. 
287, RECENT STREET, 
LONDON, W. 


(Few yards from 
Oxford Circus), 


Phone: 327 Mayfair. 


LONDON, W. 
(Adjoining Queen's Hall). 
> DRESS SUITS from § Gas. 
© LOUNCE SUITS 1.3 » 
KMICKERBOCKERS .. 1 Gn, 


RUTH" says: “ Our 
lates discovery in tailoring 
iso W. Kvans & Co,, who can 
actually fit.” 








Our steadily increasing 
trade with members of the 
Legal Profession for many 
years past is, we think, a 
Guarantee for the excel- 
lence of our Fit and 
Workmanship. 














